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Cases Reported this Week. 
Aberdonia Cars (Lim,) v. Brown, Hughes & Strachan 
An Application of Cadbury Bros. (Lim.), Re 
In the Estate of Falkner, deceased 
Le Page and Others v. Gardom 
Maisel v. Financial Times ( Lim.) ; 

O’ Driscoll v. Manchester Insurance Committee 
Rex v Foots Cray Urban District Council 
Roper v. Freke 


Current Topics. 


The War Loan and Trustees, 

WE REFERRED last week to the difficulty of trustees who desire 
to take advantage of the War Loan for the purpose of convert- 
ing Consols and other stock included in the Government scheme 
of conversion, but have no available funds by the subscription of 
which to the new loan they can purchase the right of conversion, 
Of course, the difficulty could be got over by raising out of the 
trust estate a sum suflicient for the new investment, and this 
could be done either by selling out existing investments, or 
borrowing on the security of them. To the first course there is 
the practical objection that sales, if they can be effected at all 
at the present time, will probably produce only depreciated 
prices, and the trustees in selling would be running the risk of 
selling improperly and so committing a breach of trust ; and as 
to borrowing, this would almosé certainly be a breach of trust, 
though it may be {only a technical one. Trustees cannot, 
save in rare instances, borrow without express power in 
their trust instrument; and, though express power is frequently 
given, it is limited in its scope and is not likely to authorize the 
raising of money for the purpose in questien. In a letter to the 
Times of Monday, “ A Solicitor” suggested the passing of a short 
Act giving trustees express power to invest in the War Loan for 
the purpose of securing conversion rights, and also to borrow 
money on the security of the trust funds for the purpose of 
making the investment. This course has been since adopted 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and we print elsewhere the 
War Loan (Trustees) Bill, which he has introduced, and which 
was read a first and second time in the House of Commons on 
Wednesday. 


The War Loan (Trustees) Bill, 

It 1s safe to assume that this Bill will be passed without sub- 
stantial alteration. Clause 1 enabies trustees who are holdere of 
“convertible securities ” to borrow for the purpose of subscribing 
to the War Loan. But this is not a power to borrow on the 
trust estate generally. The borrowing must be on the security 
of the convertible securities held by the trustees, and of the 
securities obtained by them by means of subscription to the new 
War Loan; and the money so borrowed must be applied in 
such subscription. From the words of the Bill, it looks as if 
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trustees must eonvert the whole of their convertible securities, if 
they convert any. But probably they need not be read with this 
strictness, and the precedure, we take it, will be for the trus- 
tees first to determine how much convertible stock they wish to 
convert. Supposing this is £3,000 Consols, they will want 
£4,000 cash. The £4,000 will buy £4,000 of the new lean, 
and thereupon the £3,000 Consols will be converted into £2,000 
of the new loan; so that the security for the £4,000 borrowed 
will be £6,000 of the new War Loan. The former income was 
£70, and the final income at £4 10s. percent. will be £270. So 
that if the £4,000 is borrowed at £5 per cent. the result is £70 
as before. Thus, at the present time, the transaction is not 
likely to lead to any increase of income. Possibly with other 
convertible stocks the result may be different, though not 
materially so. Mr. MCKENNA gave an example in the House 
of Commons based on the borrowing of £10,000 at £5 per cent. 
to convert £10,000 of old War Loan, and made out a slight 
margin in favour of the traneaction. In any case there does 
not seem to be much in it as far as income is concerned. 
How capital will fare depends on the relative price 
of Mike.» now and the new War Loan hereafter, os on 
the nominal loss on conversion. This is a calculation which in 
any case must be speculative, and we may be excused from 
attempting it. The real argument, we suppose, for the conversion 
is that the trustees will get a saleable stock for a stock that is 
now unsaleable, and they will assist the new loan, which after all 
is the main thing. Mr. MCKENNA, we note, said that the gain 
to the estate—that is, corpus—was obvious, but this, though 
probably correct, is for trustees to consider. At the same time, 


they will be helped by clause 2, which saves them from liability 
for loss resulting from borrowing, subscription, investment, or 
conversion for the above purpose, and also, as a further pre- 
caution, expressly authorizes these transactions. 


The Submarine War. 

THE INTERESTING Memorandum on British interference 
with neutral commerce which has been communicated by the 
Foreign Office to the American Ambassador (Times, 25th ult.) 
was published too late for us to notice last week. It points 
out the measures which have been taken to alleviate the bur- 
dens imposed on neutral seaborne commerce, and shews that 
special concessions—in particular as regards cotton shipments 

have been made in favour of United States citizens; it also 
shews that there is no ground for the complaints as to deten- 
tion of cargoes and as to delays in the Prize Court. At the 
same time, with the perplexity caused in America by the 
German submarine warfare and the British blockade of 
Germany, it is essential to consider carefully and from time 
to time the course we are adopting. The Times of Thursday, 
in a review of the July American Reviews, says:—‘‘ The 
general impression conveyed by these American periodicals 
is that the United States public recognizes a defensible Ger- 
man point of view, and, while disliking atrocities, is by no 
means whole-heartedly on the side of the Allies, nor very 
favourably impressed by the British conduct of the war.’’ 
This may, at first sight, seem surprising, but it is a warning 
to us that we must not take for granted that all our actions, 
whether under international law or by way of reprisal, are as 
a matter of course justified; and till now there was every 
probability of the United States consenting to overlook The 
Lusitania incident and accept an understanding with Ger- 
many, notwithstanding the ruthlessness and barbarity of her 
methods of war. But as we write, there comes the news of 
the sinking of The Armenian an|\ the loss of more American 
lives, and there must be a limit beyond which even President 
Witson’s forbearance—a forbearance in itself entirely 
laudable—cannot go. 


The Finance Bill. 

THE DEBATE on the Finance (No. 2) Bill in the House of 
Commons on Tuesday touched two points of interest. Sir F. 
BansurRY moved a new clause for suspending the land valua- 
tion duties during the war; but this obviously raised dis- 
putable matter which cannot well be discussed at the present 
time, and the clause was abandoned. A matter which is 





really pressing, and which raises no such questions, is the 
amendment of section 2 of the Finance Act, 1912. That see. 
tion purports to apportion the increase in the licence duties 
under the Finance Act, 1910, in the case of free houses, 
between lessor and lessee; but the draftsman of the section, 
if it ever had a responsible draftsman, had no notion of the 
difficulties of the subject which he was touching. It never 
occurred to him that there might be intermediate lessees— 
though he had the carefully graduated scale of the compensa. 
tion levy to guide him; nor did it occur to him that lessors 
died, or assigned the reversion, and that one man 
might take the premium, and leave his successors to 
receive an attenuated rent; and he omitted to observe that 
the tenant, too, might assign his interest. Successive decisions 
have emphasised the hopeless impracticability of the section, 
and the finalblow has been given by the House of Lords in 
Watney & Co. v. Berners (ante, p. 492), where its language was 
construed with severe adherence to the letter, notwithstanding 
the resulting absurdities. Sir Georce YOuNGER moved the 
following amendment to the Finance Bill with the view of 
clearing up the point :— 

(1) Any claim made under section 2 of The Finance Act, 1912, 
shall, so far ag the claim is based on increased rent, be made upon 
the person to whom for the time being such rent is payable, and 
not otherwise ; and so far as such claim is based on any increased 
premium, snall be made upon the person to whom such premium 
was paid, his executors, or administrators. 

(2) This section shall have operation as from the date of the 
passing of the Finance Act, 1912, without prejudice to any proceed. 
ings actually pending at the passing of tnis Act. 

And there were various other amendments down on the paper. 
But all these, it seems, were ruled out of order, and the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer suggested that an agreed clause should 
be inserted in another Finance Bill to be introduced shortly. 
Doubtless this is the better course, for at present we do not 
see how Sir Georce Youncer’s clause would be effective; 
though, indeed, any clause dealing with the present position 
is likely to provoke criticism. Meanwhile the apportionment 
and payment of the increase in the duty is, we believe, causing 
much trouble. 


Insurance against Aircraft. 

AN ESTEEMED correspondent, whose letter we print elsewhere, 
puts some questions as to the incidence of the cost of insurance 
against damage by aircraft. It was stated recently by Mr. 
Runciman in the House of Commons that he was considering 
the possibility of a scheme for covering such damage so far 
as it was not covered by the terms of the ordinary fire insurance 
policy, but he added that the payment of premiums would be an 
essential feature of any such scheme (see ante, p. 586). So this 
may not touch the question of the person by whom the premium 
should be paid. As between the tenant for life and remai:der 
man the question may depend on the terms of the settlement. 
The duty of insuring is sometimes placed on the trustees (if 
any), sometimes on the tenant for life; but this is in practice 
confined to insurance against fire. In the absence of special 
terms, the tenant for life is not liable exc pt for wilful waste 
Re Cartwright (41 Ch. D. 532), :nd is therefore not liable to 
insure: see Re Bennett (1896, 1 Ch. 787) and Re MekKacharn 
(Weekly Notes, 1911, p. 23). But this is an expense which 
properly falls on income, and if he wishes to protect his interests, 
and is in a district where the damage in question is an 
appreciable risk, he ought to bear the expense; and in the 
absence of trustees there may be no one else to assume the 
burden ; if, for instance, the remainderman is an infant. But 
any such payment by the tenant for life would be quite volun- 
tary. In the case of lessor and lessee there is not likely to be 
any express covenant including the payment of premium for 
such a risk, and the liability appears to be on the lessee 
if he has entered into an absolute covenant to repair (see Man- 
chester Bonded Warehouse Co. v. Carr, 5 C. P. D. 507). In 
the absence of covenant, he is liable for permissive waste (Davies 
v. Davies, 38 Ch. D. 499), but destruction by hostile aircraft or 
by anti-aircraft guns is certainly not ‘‘ permissive,’’ and the 
lessee would not be liable to rebuild ; nor of course would the 
lessor. But here again, in the case of any but a very short 
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is the tenancy, the immediate burden of loss falls on the lessee, and | form any Ww ork other than the work (if any) at which he is at- 
at sec- for his own protection he should insure. The practical answer | the time employed, and, if so, the nature thereof.” These words 
duties te our correspondent’s question seems to be that the insurance may be altered before the Bill passes, but as they stand they 
houses should be effected by tenant for life or lessee at their own do not touch any person who is not “ skilled” in more than one 
ection, expense. occupation ; and there are not many persons who have this double 
of the aptitude. But the whole matter is too much in the future to 
never The Munitions of War Bill. make it protitable to discuss it in detail, and if the scheme is 
eee. WE REFERRED last week to some minor Bills which have been | to result in anything practical it will doubtless undergo much 
pensa- before Parliament recently. The same term cannot be applied | modification. The immediate result will be that the Govern- 
lessons tothe Munitions of War Bill, which was introduced by Mr. | ment will obtain, through the local authorities, a census of the 
man Loyd GEORGE on 23rd June, and to the National Registration | nation, differing in some important respects from the census 
ors to Bill, which was introduced by Mr. LONG on Tuesday. The last taken. Changes of address are to be notified, and the registra- 
e that former Bill is divided into three parts. Part I. provides for the | tion is made compulsory under penalties. This is a disputable 
rm compulsory settlement of labour differences, where the difference feature of the Bill, and will probably only escape criticism on 
ection is one to which the Act applies. ‘These are defined by clause 3| the ground that the Government entertain no scheme for com- 
ms is as being— pulsory military service. Short of this—to which there would, 
ge was “ Differences as to rates of wages, hours of work, or other-| “° re = ee ee — make hs Mm - ye 
nding wise as to terms or conditions of, or affecting, employment on | Practicable—the Dill presents the skeleton of a scheme fot 
od the the manufacture or repair of arms, ammunition, ships, vehicles, | Org@nizing the nation ; not, as regards particular indiv iduals, for 
ion a or any other articles required for use in war, or of the machines war, but for such pursuits of any kind as may assist the State 
, or tools required for that manufacture or repair (in this Act} while it is at war. But the filling up of that scheme, unless 
. 1912 referred to as munitions work) ; and also any differences as to| we are very much mistaken, is a socialistic endeavour which is 
le upon wate a a, eta co can tor Go oe too vast to materialise in a short Space of time, even under the 
ms -~ description, if this Part of this Act is applied to such a difference pressure of this sere. edi The National Registration Bill 
creased by His Majesty by Proclamation on the ground that, in the | See™s to afford a satisfying conviction that something important 
— opinion of His Majesty, it is expedient in the national interest | and urgent is being done, but at present the practical result is 
of the that this Part of this Act should apply thereto.” a little dubious. 
roceed- Clause 2, in effect, prohibits lock-outs and strikes in connection ; 
with any such differences. But the Board of Trade are to Unexzpiained Drowning of Seamen. ' 
paper. attempt to bring about a settlement by agreement before referring | | TH® REPORTS are full of cases relating to the disappearance of 
Chan- the matter for compulsory settlement. Part II. empowers the | 84men while engaged on board ship; and numerous decisions, 
should Minister of Munitions to declare any establishment in which | #lmost impossible to reconcile, exist as to whether er no such 
iortly. munitions work is carried on to be a “ controlled establishment,” | 1isappearance is evidence of an “accident arising out of and in 
lo not and thereupon it wil! be subject to special provisions as to limita-| the course of the (seaman’s] employment.” In Proctor v. Owners of 
clive; tion of employers’ profits, and control of persons employed, and | 5-5. Serbinio (Times, 25th ult.) the Court of Appeal decided 
sition other matters. The excess of profits over that allowed will be | ®n0ther of these cases. A marine engineer, while on the North 
nment paid into the Exchequer ; rules and customs which tend to restrict | 54, was called for duty by the steward at 5.40 a.m., and was 
ausing production will be suspended, any question as to whether a rule | 8°°" dressed ten minutes later; he was walking aft to the 
or custom has this effect being referred to the Board of Trade ;| Wheel-house, and was never seen again. The county court 
and every person employed must comply with the regulations| judge drew from this evidence the inference that he had been 
applied to the establishment by the Minister of Munitions drowned a in the course of his employment, and 
where, with a view to attaining and maintaining a proper awarded his dependants compensation. The Court of Appeal 
irance standard of efficiency. Clause 5 provides for the ascertainment | held that there was in the facts some evidence pointing this 
y Mr. of the amount of profits which the employer may| WY; that the county court judge was entitled to draw the 
dering treat as his own; and clause 7 prohibits the employment else-| ‘ference of accident from such evidence or refuse to draw it ; 
0 far where till after six weeks of any workman who leaves a munition | 4" that, therefore, his finding of fact could not be disturbed. 
irance factory to which the section is by Order applied without the| No doubt this is the only possible way of regarding such cases. 
be an consent of his employer, subject to appeal to a munitions} When a seaman disappears mysteriously, his death may be 
© this tribunal if he alleges that the consent is unreasonably withheld. explained in at least three wayg—accident, suicide or murder— 
mium Part III., by clause 9, amends par. (d) of section 1 (1) of the| "4 if accident, this may or may not arise out of his employ- 
in. dees Defence of the Realm Amendment (No. 2) Act, 1915 (ante,| ment. The theory of accident is the more probable, but there 
ment. p. 386), by substituting the following paragraph :— are many cases saying that mere probability is not enough in the 
es (if (d) To regul , Cale! my absence of direct evidence ; the Judge is mot allowed to draw 
reat gulate or restrict the carrying on of any work in any | . ; : } 
actice factory, workshop, or other premises, or the engagement or inferences based on mere conjecture ; and the vurden of proof 
pecial employment of any workman or all or any classes of workmen|*8 OD the dependants to shew evidence of “accident” arising 
waste therein, or to remove the plant therefrom with a view to main-| “out of” as well as “in the course of ” the deceased’s employment. 
ble to taining or increasing the production of munitions in other] But the House of Lords very sensibly held in Kerr v. Ayr S.S. 
charn factories, workshops, or premises. Co, (58 Souicirors’ JOURNAL, 737; 1915, A. C. 217) that very 
which Substantially the change consists of the introduction of the| slight facts will suffice as the basis of presumption in cases such 
rests, words in italics. Clauses 11 and 13 provide penalties, but fines} 43 this. And that decision only followed a number of others to 
is an in controlled establishments will be recoverable only before a the samo effect, notably Swansea Vale y. Rice (1912, A. C. 238), 
1 the munitions tribunal; and clause 12 provides for payment of Furnival vy. Johnson's Tron and Steel Co, (5 B. W. C. C. 43), and 
e the members of arbitration and munition tribunals, Clause 14| le v. Stagg Line (Limited), (1912, W. C. Rep. 398). A seaman 
But provides for the constitution of munitions tribunals, and Schedules | at sea is in a special position ; if last seen doing his duty, there 
-olun- L and II. provide for the arbitration tribunals for the settle | is a presumption that he went on doing it, and, indeed, unlike 
to be ment of differences, and for the resumption of ordinary practices the landsman, his opportunities of evading the performance of 
n for after the war. duty are so extremely limited as really to make any other 
© ae wy ~ : 
se The National Registration Bill. —— in the absence jof clear evidence, a mere piece of 
. In Tue National Registration Bill is a measure of great scope, but 
davies whether it is likely to be equally practical we are by no means | Power of Appointment During Coverture. 
aft or sure. The limits of age for registration are fixed at from 15] AN INTERESTING point as to the exercise of a power of appoint- 
d the to 65, and the object is to secure a register of all persons, male | ment during coverture was decided by Joyce, Pn Re Safford’s 
d the and female, so as to shew, as to each one, his present occupa- | Settlement (Times, 25th ult.), who weuld have none of the ingenious 
short tion, and whether he “ is skilled in and able and willing to per- | argument raised before him on an originating summons. 
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Under a marriage settlement certain trust funds were held 
for such persons as the wife “should by will during 
the continuance of the coverture-direct or appoint” and in 
default thereof on other trusts. Now, the wife, by her will 
executed an appointment of the funds while her husband was 
still alive; but she survived him, and, therefore, on her own 
death, she had ceased to be “in coverture.” It was accordingly 
argued that her purported appointment was bad, apparently on 
the ground that the appointment dates from the time it takes 
effect, namely, the death of the testator; and since she was not 
then married, she had not appointed “daring the continuance 
of the coverture.” ‘The only authority for this view, however, 
is Cooper v. Martin (1. Kt. 3 Ch. 47), but there the appointment 
was required to be by deed. On the other hand, a definite 
authority to the contrary exists ina decision of vg, J., six years 
ago—Zie /ilingworth (1909, 2 Ch. 297)—where the donee of the 
power to appoint “during coverture by deed or will” exercised 
the power under a will made while covert, but died discovert. In 
that case the learned Judge based his decision in favour of the 
validity of the appointment chiefly on Cave v. Cave (8 D. M. & 
G. 131), which decided, inter alia, that a will does not (except as 
regard the property comprised in it) speak from the date of 
death, but from the date of execution. Mr. Justice Joycr had 
some doubt as to accepting this reasoning, but he had no hesita- 
tion in taking the common sense view that the donee of a power 
like this is not required to die in coverture in order to make her 
appointment valid. 


Emergency Legislation of Germany. 


$y Cuarces Henry Hvupericu, cf Berlin, Hamburg and The 

Hague, Counsellor-at-Law of the United States Supreme Court 

Bar; and RicHArD KING, of London, Solicitor of the Supreme 

Court, England. , 

Turd SUPPLEMENT. 

IN the series of articles published ante, pp. 22, 39, 55, 70, 126, 
378 and 394, the Emergency Legislation of Germany was con- 
sidered with reference to the laws promulgated up to 20th 
March, 1915, and some of the principal decisions interpreting 
the same were referred to. The present supplement deals with 
the enactments promulgated between 21st March and 9th May, 
1915. 

From an international standpoint the most important measure 
published during this period is the Ordinance of 18th April, 
1915, amending the Prize Ordinance of 30:h September, 1909. 
By this enactment the law relating to contraband has been, to a 
considerable extent, assimilated to the prevailing English law. 
There has also been a good deal of legislation along social and 
economic lines, chiefly in extension of the measures taken in the 
earlier part of the present year. The moratorium against foreign 
claimants, while abrogated os against residents of Austria Hun- 
gary, bas been further extended as to residents of other 
countries. 

Patents and Trade-marks.—The period of priority provided for 
in Article 4 of the Paris Convention of 2nd June, 1911, bas 
been extended to six months after the cessation of martial law 
(Ariegssustand), not later, however, than 30th June, 1916. The 
privileges conferred by the Ordinance are extended only to 
subjects of Statea that have accorded similar benefits to subjects 
of the German Empire (a). 

An Ordinance of 31st March, 1915 (5), effective 7th April, 
1915, extends the application of the Ordinance of 10th Septem- 
ber, 1915 (c), to the payment of fees for petty patents 
(Gebrauchsmuster) as provided fcr in section 8 of the Petty 
Patents Law of Ist June, 1891. The time during which the 
publication of patent applications can be suspended (¢) is extended 
one year. 

Prohibition of Payments to Enemy Countries.—By an Ordinance 
of 26th March, 1915 (¢), it is provided that where real estate 


(4) Ordinance of 7th May, 1915, R. G. Bi., 1915, p. 272. 
(+) R. G@. BL., 1915, p. 212 

(c) 8es 69 SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 22. 

(4) Patent Law of 7th April, 181, sec. 23, sub-sec. 4 
(¢) R. G. Bl, 1916, p. 186. 





within the German Empire is placed under sequestration as 
enemy property, the lease and rent moneys due in respect of 
such land are to be regarded as sums due to a local branch of an 
enemy undertaking, within the meaning of section 5, sub-section 
1, of the Ordinance of 30th September, 1914 (/), and are conse. 
quently not subject to the prohibition of payments to persons 
resident in certain enemy States (Great Britain, France, and 
Russia), even though the owner may be resident in such 
country. 

Moratory Legislation.—The provisions of the Ordinance of 
7th August, 1914 (g), relating to suits by persons resident outside 
the German Empire, are declared not applicable to residents of 
Austria Hungary (). As regards persons resident in other 
countries, the Ordinance has been extended to 31st July, 1915 (i), 

Reference has been made already to the serious financial 
position of the landlords and the measures enacted to meet these 
conditions (£). An Ordinance of 22nd April, 1915 (1), provides 
for the procedure to be had for the purpose of appointing 
receivers in these cases. 

Prize Law.—An amendment to the Prize Procedure Code, 
section 21, permits the releass of vessel or cargo by the 
Prisenamt when it clearly appears that such vessel or cargo is 
not liable to condemnation or subject to proceedings before a 
prize court. ‘The words “liable to coademnation ” are new. 

The Ordinance of 18th April, 1915 (m) amending the Prize 
Code as promulgated on 3rd August, 1914 (m), contains a number 
of very important provisions. It contains a revised list of 
absolute and conditional contraband substantially the same as 
the one contained in the English Proclamation of 23rd December, 
1914, as amended. Coal and coke are placed under the head 
of absolute contraband, whi'e motor tyres and wool are on the 
list of conditional contraband. Enemy destination of conditional 
contraband is presumed (1) if the same is consigned to an 
administrative organ (Behverde) of the enemy State, or to an 
agent of such authority, or to a merchant (Haendler) regarding 
whom it has been established that he supplies articles of the kind 
in question, or products made from the same, to the armed forces 
or the administrative organs (Verwaltungsstellen) of the enemy ; 
or (2) where the consignment is “to order,” or to a consignee 
not named in the ship’s papers, or to a person residing in enemy 
verritory, or territory occupied by the enemy ; or (3) if the con- 
signment is destined for a fortified place of the enemy, or to a 
place used as a base for military operations or supplies Merchant 
vessels are not to be regarded as bound to the forces of the 
enemy, or to the administrative organs of the enemy State, merely 
by reason of the fact that they are on the way to one of the 
places specified under (3). 

Section 35 of the Prize Code has been amended by adding a 
proviso that it shall not be applicable if the consignment is with- 
in the provisions of (2) supra; or if the vessel is bound for a 
neutral country regarding which it has been established that the 
government of the enemy State obtains supplies of the kind in 
question from such neutral State. It must be admitted tbat 
some questions may arise as to the precise meaning of this 
provision, and more particalarly of the words “articles of the 
kind in question.” Would a cargo of Dutch cheese destined for 
New York be regarded as contraband because the United States 
supplies England with other kinds of provisions ? Probably not, 
as the words “articles of the kind in question ((Gegenstaende der 


fraglichen Art)” should appropriately be interpreted as meaning 


articles of identical nature. It must also not be overlooked that 
the test is whether the enemy Government is obtaining such 
goods from the neutral country. 

The Ordinance provides that a ship is nut liable for the carriage 
of contraband which occurred previously and is completed. 
Adopting the principle of section 6 of the English Order in ( ouncil 





(/)} Se: 50 SULicITORS JUURNAL, 3), 

(g) See 59 SOLICIT RK ' JOURNAL, 40. 

(A) Ordisansce of 20th Apr |, 1915, R. G. B., 1915, p. 931. 

(i) Ord nance of 22n' April 1915, &. G. 1., 1915, p. 286. 

(&) See 59 SOLICITORS’ JoURNAL, 395 

(Q R. G. BL, 1915, v. 233. 

(m) R. G. BL, 1915, p. 227. A translation of the Ordiua we appears, ane, p. 40" 
(nm) See 50 SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, p. 70. 
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of llth March, 1915, the Ordinance provides that if a vessel 
has carried contraband to tle enemy by the use of false ship's 

3, it is liable to condemnation if captured on any subsequent 
veyage before the termination of the war. 








Quo Warranto Informations. 


THE eareine of a private relator for a Quo Warranto Infor- 
mation directed against Sir Epwanp Speyer and Sir ERNEST 
Cassel, to question the right of naturalized British subjects to 
become members of His Majesty’s Privy Council, calls atten- 
tion to the history and characteristics of proceedings under this 
ancient Prerogative Writ and the modern “ information ” which 
has taken its place. As every lawyer knows, the writ arose in 
early medieval times when the King’s judges were busily en- 
gaged, not only in extending the jurisdiction of their own courts, 
but also in abolishing, whenever they could, the power, claimed 
by powerful manorial fords, borough corporations, and ecclesi- 
astical bodies, to hold private feudal courts of their own. The 
King’s Coroner, who made investigations into all matters of 
franchise claimed by a subject, and the King’s Remembrancer, who 
kept the record of Royal grants, would satisfy themselves that some 
claimant to hold a court could not produce documentary evidence 
of any ancient grant, and would sue in the King’s Beach for a 
writ calling on him to produce his charter or abandon his claim. 
If the usurper had no hops of justifying his claim, he would 
enter a disclaimer, and this was followed by a Judgment of 
Ouster in favour of the Crown. If he defended the case on the 
return of the writ and attempted to shew cause, there 
followed a trial by jury with a verdict and judgment in favour 
of one or other party. 

Our chief authorities on this ancient writ are Coke and 
BLACKSTONE ; for in its old form it has long fallen into complete 
disuetude. “The quo warranto” says Coke (2 Inst. 282) “is in 
the nature of the King’s Writ of Right of franchises and 
liberties, wherein judgment final shall be given either against 
the King for the point adjudged, or for the King.” It is 
significant of Sir Epwarp Coxe’s puritan era and his private 
opinions that he puts first the alternative that final judgment 
may be given “against the King,” not in favour of him. The 
Norman lawyers of an earlier age bad invented and used the 
writ, as we have seen, in aid of the Royal power against the 
feudal vassals ; but in the time of the Stuarts this high 
Prerogative Writ—like all the others—got transmuted into an 
instrument for protecting the rights and liberties of the subject. 
Coxe himself, indeed, was the prime inventor of this novel user 
of the prerogative, just as he interpreted Mugna Carta as a 
liberal charter ; indeed, in a certain sense, he is the precursor of 
the well-known modern constitutional doctrine that the preroga- 
tive of the Crown is one of the privileges of the people—an 
instrument wh'ch the party having a majority in the Commons 
can use to overcome the resistance of other factors in the body 
politic. In Coke's day, and in BLackstone’s much later epoch 
(3 Com. 262), the writ was frequently used to attack, not only 
usurped franchises, but also those lost by non-user. 

The antiquity of the writ is shewn by the fact that references 
to its use occur in Bracton (Ve Legilus, Book V., cap. 4, f. 
372) and also in Placita de Quo Warranto temp. Edward L, 
IL, and III. But the most famous case relating to the writ 
occurred in the reign cf Charles IL., whose able legal advisers 
made an unscrupulous use of it in order to deprive Whig 
municipal corporations of their charters. When the charter had 
been disclaimed or adjudged as forfeited by neglect, the Crown 
then regranted a new charter with a limited franchise vested in 
the bands of sound Tory supporters of the Court. The City of 
London was one of the bodies attacked, and there is in existence 
a report of the decision in its case, namely the Case of (Quo 
Warranto touching the City of London, published in 1696. But 
gradually the writ became obsolete. According to BLACKSTONE 
(3 Com. 263) this was partly due to the fact that it was con- 
clusive against the Crown—so that the King’s legal advisers were 
reluctant to use it in cases likely to go before a popular jury— 
and partly owing to the cumbrousness of procedure which it 
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shared with all the old real actions. The latter reason, of course, 


had long ago rendered the Writ of Right, Novel Disseisin, and 
other real actions obsolete in the case of claims to hereditaments. 
And just as a simpler procedure in the nature of the personal action 
of ejectment took the place of the old Writ of Right and Writs 
of Entry, so the Information Quo Warranto took the place of the 
Prerogative Writ, and is still actively used to this day. This 
Information resembles other Crown Informations ; it is theoreti- 
cally in the nature of a prosecution for a misdemeanour— 
namely, the unlawful usurpation of an office--and is the nearest 
equivalent in our legal history to the German offence of Lése- 
majesté. In its origin the prosecutor secured a conviction and 
the imposition of a fine on the offender ; incidentally a judgment 
—not so conclusive as in the case of the Writ—was given on the 
point of franchise, liberty, or office claimed by the respondent. 
Gradually the fine became nominal and the Judgment of Ouster 
from the usurped office formed the essence of the judgment. 

The most authoritative judicial pronouncement on the nature 
both of the ancient Writ and the modern Information is to be 
found in an answer framed by the Common Law Judges and 
delivered by Chief Justice TinpAL when their opinion was 
desired by the House of Lords in Rey. v. Darley (1846, 12 
Cl. & Fin, 536). He enumerates among the franchises 
recovered in mediwval times by the old Writ the following: 
Church livings, view of frankpledge, holding of pleas, free 
warren, pleinage, prisage, emendation of Assizes of Broad and 
Beer, pillory, tumbril, gallows. The world has travelled very 
far since the days when most of these ancient rights were the 
inheritance of a private person! In Coke's time, he explains, 
appear entries of Informations in the records for similar purposes ; 
ic., the Information was then beginning to displace the Writ. 
At first the Attorney-General alone used the Information ; this 
is what we should expect, since the King’s Coroner would natur- 
ally prefer to cling to the use of his traditional and ceremonial 
writ, whereas the law officers were better accustomed to the 
procedure of a criminal information than that of an antiquated 
real property writ. Indeed the growing importance of the 
Attorney-General as contrasted with the decadence in influence 
of the King’s Coroner, once almost his rival, may be a contribu- 
tory cause in the process by which the simpler procedure ousted 
the more elaborate. But in time the King’s Coroner conde- 
scended to use the Information ; his right to do so is recognized 
by the Statutes of 4 & 5 William and Mary, cap. 18, and 9 Anne, 
c. 25. The former statute, indeed, endeavoured to restrain the 
King’s Coroner in the exercise of his right to use the process, and 
required that he should receive the sanction of the King’s Bench. 
The latter statute gave to private relators the right to apply for 
exhibition of the Information by the King’s Coroner and vested 
in the Court a discretion to grant or refuse him an order nisi. 

This brings us to the’ modern procedure. It has three 
separate sources. First of all, there are the provisions of 4 & 
5 Will. and Mary, cap. 18, which require (a) leave of the Court 
before the information is filed by the King’s Coroner, and (b) 
recognizance to be entered into at the Crown Office by the 
private relator who puts the Coroner in motion. Secondly, 
there come all the ordinary rules which relate to Latin Infor- 
mations preferred in the King’s Bench (Crown Offico Rules, 
1906, rule 35). Lastly, wherever applicable, the rules which 
governed the issue of the old Writ Quo Warranto apply by 
analogy to the issue of the Information. At one time, indeed, it 
was supposed that the Information had a wider scope than the 
Writ, but in ex v. Shepherd (1791, 4 Term Rep. 381), Lord Chief 
Justice KENYON held that the Court would not extend the remedy 
by Information to cases where, under the ancient law, a Writ of 
Quo Warranto was inapplicable. In addition to these three 
general sources, there is one great special case in which another 
statute regulates the use of the process, namely, the case of dis- 
puted rights to a seat on borough councils as governed by the 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1710, to which we have already 
referred under its alternative name of 9 Anne, cap. 25. But 
procedure by election petition is now the remedy in most cases 
formerly covered by the statute. 

There are now two ways in which a Quo Warranto Information 
may issue. The first arises when the Attorney-General moves 
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in the matter ; he can file the Information er officio without leave 
of the Court. The second arises when a private relater wishes 
to move ; he must then apply to the Court for an order directing 
the King’s Coroner to file an Information. ‘There are certain 
cases in which a relator is not allowed to proceed. Only the 
Attorney General can proceed against a corporation as a bell, 
although a relator may go against some claimant to member- 
ship or office therein: R. v. Carmarthen Corporation, 1750, 3 
Burr. 869. The same rule applies where an individual attempts 
to question the legality of a charter of incorporation (2. v. 
Jones, 1863, 8 L. T. 504); but perhaps in this case the proper 
procedure is still the old writ of scire fucias or an Information 
in the nature thereof. Where a private person usurps a fran- 
chise, the same restriction on a relator appears to lie (Jbbotson’s 
case, 1736, Lee temp. Hard. 261). Nor can the powers of 
a statutory undertaker be questioned by anyone except the 
Attorney-General through the medium of this process (2. v. 
Staples, 9 B & 8S. 929, note). It would seem, then, that it is 
chiefly membership of a corporation or occupation of a corporate 
office at which a private relator can aim by this means ; larger 
game can only be pursued by the legal advisers of the Crown. 

How far a private relator is entitled to question His Majesty's 
right to make appointments to his Privy Council is a point which 
will be raised on the return of the writ addressed to Sir EpGar 
Speyer and Sir Ernest Cassev. The Court expressly reserved 
any questions as to the validity of its order in granting the 
application for leave to issue a rule nisi. It also reserved for 
argument the question whether the procedure applies at all to 
an office of this kind, which is neither a franchise nor a corporate 
office. Before the larger issue of constitutional law as to the 
qualifications of Privy Councillors arises, the Court will bave to 
be satisfiol both as to its own jurisdiction, and as to the locus 
standi of the relator. 





Reviews. 
Book of the Week. 


Encyclopeedia.—Encyclopedia of the Laws of England. 
Edited by Max Rosertson, Burrister-at-Law. Supplement for the 
Year 1914. By Berrram Jacoss, Barrister aolan. Sweet «& 
Maawell (Limited) ; W. Green & Son (Limited). 15s. net. 





Correspondence. 


Insurance Against Aircraft. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—No doubt many of your readers are being pressed to insure 
properties against injuries by aircraft or anti-aircraft, and would be 
glad of your advice. 

Two questions arise, first, having regar| to the statements of the 
Prime Minister, is there any necessity to insure at all? Secondly, 
who should bear the cost of it : 

(a.) In the case of tenant for life and reversioner. 

(b.) In the case of lessor and lessee. 

(c.) In the case of landlord and tenant where there is no covenant 
to repair, or yield up in repair, or in the same state and 
condition as at the commencement of the tenancy, or in the 
same state and condition, fair wear and tear excepted, 

We take it the best answer to all three cases is join the army o1 
become a munition worker, or subscribe to the War Loan, though 
there are a good many people who cannot personally do any of 
these three. Hi. Y. 

London, E.C., June 29. 


See observations under “Current Topics.”—Eb. S./. 
i 





The new police-court which hag been built on the site of the old 
court in Great Marlborough-street was opened on Monday morning 
Mr. Denman, tne presiding magistrate, said the old court had existed 
since 1820. There had been an interval of nearly two and a half years 
since the last sitting there, and it was a matter for congratulation that 
there had not been a single day's suspension of the work of the Court 
either in connection with the removal or the return. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


MAI3SEL +. FINANCIAL TIMES (LIM.). No. 1. 
LIBEL AND SLANDER—INNUENDO—J USTIFICATION— ALLEGATION 
As TO CHARACTER PARTICULARS OF JUSTIFICATION — PARTICULARS 
Given or Events HAppenine arterR Date or PvuBLICATION. 


In an action for libel, where the plaintiff has by his innuendo pleaded 
that the words of the libel mean that he wa person of suc h a character 
as to be likely to do certain criminal acts, or that he would do them if 
he got the opportunity, and the defendants plead justification, par- 
ticulars of events happening within a reasonably short time after the 
publication of the alleged libel may be given in justification thereof. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of Ridley, J., allowing cer 
tain particulars of justification in a libel action. The plaintiff, who 
was a director of the Oil Trust of Galicia (Limited), complained that 
the defendants had libelled him in an article stating that he had been 
arrested in Berlin on a charge of fraud in connection with patents, that 
in his luggage were found bills and securities amounting to £75,000 in 
value. ‘Lhe article went on to say that, so far as could be ascertained, 
none of the property found on him related to the oilfields of Galicia, 
and it would appear that there was practically no opportunity for him 
to gain possession of any cash or securities belonging to the company, 
but the company would probably issue a statement at an early date. 
lhe statement of claim alleged that the words complained of contained 
the innuendo that the plaintiff nad absconded with property belonging 
to the company, that his affairs were in an involved condition, that 
his character was such that he would have misappropriated the funds 
of the company, of which he was a director, if he had had the oppor 
tunity, and that he was a person unfit to be a director. The defendants 
pleaded that if the words used meant that the plaintiff was a person 
unfit to be a director of a company they were true in substance and in 
fact. The case had already been taken to tne House of Lords (59 
Soticrtors’ JourNAL, 248) upon the relevancy of certain particulars of 
justification delivered by the defendants, and decided in their favour 
The further question was now raised whether tne defendants, in 
giving further particulars of justification, were entitled to give par 
ticulars of any events later in date than the publication of the alleged 
libel. Master Archibald held that they were not so entitled, but 
Ridley, J., reversed his decision. The plaintiff appealed, and counsel 
on his behalf relied on F?. v. Rodley (1913, 3 K. B. 468) and Arnold vy. 
Bottomley (1908, 2 K. B. 151). 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal without hearing counsel for the 
defendants 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the appeal raised a point which 
had been fully and ably argued, and that was whether it was open t» 
the defendants in their particulars of justification to refer to matters 
which took place after the publication of the alleged libel. If, as 
Phillimore, L.J., had said in that very case, you alleged of a man that 
he stole a hatchet on a particular day the particular allegation must 
be justified, and it would not be relevant to say that he stole a hatchet 
the day before or the day after. But to a case like the*present one, 
alleging general misconduct, it seemed quite different considerations 
applied. [His lordship read the material parts of the statement of 
claim, and proceeded :] When the case came before the Court of 
Appeal the Court allowed, or rather settled, the amendment in para- 
graph 3 (b) to the effect that if the words complained of meant that 
the plaintiff was of a character and reputation such that he was likely 
to misappropriate funds, then they were true in substance ard in fact. 
In a general allegation by way of justification of general character and 
a tendency to commit fraudulent acts, the Court could not exclude 
particulars of matters which happened within a reasonable time after 
the publication of the libel. Suppose an allegation tnat the plaintiff 
was addicted to drink, and would get drunk if he could. Could 
evidence be excluded that the day after the publication of the libel 
he was found suffering from delirium tremens? Of course the acts 1 
question raised by the amendment might be too distant in time from 
the publication of the alleged libel. Whether that were so or not, 
here the allegations in the particulars related to allegations of a similar 
kind within some two or three months from the publication. It was 
impossible to say that those transactions were too remote to be allowed 
to be evidence of what a man was likely to have done at the date of 
publication, The order of Ridley, J., therefore, was right, and tne 
appeal would be dismissed. 

Pickrorp and Warrincton, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect Counse., W. Blake Odgers; Gordon Hewart, K.C., and H 
Fraser. Souswrrors, W. G. Edwerds; Nicholson, Graham, & Jones 


[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


19th June. 


PRACTICE 


Sth and 18th June. 
Service—‘* AVERAGE 


ROPER v. FREKE. No. 1, 


CoMPENSATION—CONTRACT OF 
Weekxty Earnincs ’’—Expenses or ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY MEMBERS 
or Workman's Fammty—Nor a Proper Depuctton rrom WaAces 
Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 13, Scuep 
I. (1) (B), (2) (p). 

1 dairy manager war engaged by contract in writing at a we ekly 
plus certain allowances, including a house rent free. He brought 
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two younger sisters to live with him, boarded and lodged them free, 
and paid them for the help they gave him in doing the work of the 
dairy. Upon his claiming compensation for accident, 


Held, (1) that the contract was one of service, and that he was a 
workman within the Act; (2) that what he chose to pay to and on 
behalf of his sisters was solely his own concern, and must not be de- 
ducted from his wages, in computing his average weekly earnings. 


Appeal by the employer from an award of the county court judge 
at Dorchester. The applicant Roper was engaged by the respondent 
to manage his dairy of forty-five cows and heifers. There was a 
contract in writing between the parties, who were described as ‘‘em 
ployer ”’ and ‘‘employee,’’ defining the latter’s duties, w hich were all 
to be performed under the employer's direction. Provided these 
duties were properly performed, Roper was to receive 45s. a week 
with a house and garden, an allowance of fuel, butter and milk, and 
certain other extras. The agreement was terminable by three months’ 
notice upon either side. Roper brought with him, to assist him in his 
work, a boy, to whom he paid 3s. 6d. a week, and two sisters, to whom 
he paid 6s. and 2s. 9d. a week respectively. They all lived with him 
in the dairy house, and he boarded them free at an estimated average 
cost of 3s. 6d. per week each. The applicant having met with a 
serious accident through the bursting of a milk separator, claimed 
compensation. The county court judge held that the contract was 
one of service, and that the cost of employing the boy, but not the 
cost of employing and keeping the applicant's sisters, ought to be 
deducted from the total value of the weekly emoluments, in order to 
arrive at the average weekly earnings. The respondent appealed 
Cur. adv. vult. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., stated the terms of the agreement and 
the facts, and proceeded : He was clearly of opinion that the applicant 
was a workman within the Act; the language of the agreement was 
only consistent with such a position. The first question must be 
answered in favour of the applicant. The second question arose in a 
very curious way. As the work of the dairy was more than one man 
could perform, the applicant hired a boy of fifteen, to whom he paid 
3s. 6d. a week, with board and lodging calculated at 3s. 6d., making in 
all 7s. a week. He had also two younger sisters living with him, who 
helped him; to them he attributed in the shape of money, board, and 
dress allowance, 15s. 9d. a week. There was no evidence of a contract 
between the man and his sisters for payment of wages as such. He 
““gave’’ them certain sums, and considered their board as worth a 
certain sum. The county court judge had deducted the 7s., and 
there was no appeal on that point. But he had refused to deduct the 
sums which the man attributed to the services of the younger sisters. 
His lordship thought that was right. Help given by the younger 
members of a family who all lived together should not be treated 
as a deduction from the man’s wages in the absence of an express 
contract. It might be quite clear that the man could not have earned 
the wage without such help. The workman must have food and boots 
in order to do his work and earn wages. But it could not be seriously 
suggested that the cost of the food and boots was a ‘‘ deduction ”’ from 
his wages. It was rather the mode in which part of his wages was 
expended. The appeal failed, and must be dismissed. 


Pickrorp and WarrincTon, L..JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the former observing that to justify such a deduction from the 
weekly wages, there must be a finding of the existence of one of two 
things: either (1) an agreement by which the workman had to pay 
over part of what he received to another; or (2) a payment by him 
for assistance or other purposes so necessary to the performance of his 
duties that it must be taken that part of the sum paid to him would 
be so applied.--Cocnset, W. Shakespeare; Ellis Hill. Soricirors, 
FP. J. Berryman; Andrews, Son, & Huxtable, Dorchester. 


[Reported by H. Layoronp Lewis, Barristerat-Law.] 


REX v. FOOTS CRAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. No. 2. 
4th and 8th June. 


Locan Governmrnt—Buripincs—Part or Oxtp Burtpinc Putrep 
Down ann New Part Erecrep—Byr-Ltaws as To New BvILpING 
Pustic Heattn Acts AMENDMENT Act, 1907 (7 Ep. 7, c. 53), s. 23. 
The hyelawsa of a local authority, made and approved in 1806, pro- 

vided that every person who intended to erect a building should qive 

notice in writing of such intention, and deliver complete plans and 
sections of every floor. 

Section 23 of the Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1907, pro- 
vides that ‘‘ For the purposes of this Act and the Public Health Acta, 
and any bye-laws made thereunder, (a) the re-erection wholly or par- 
tially of any building of which an outer wall is pulled down to within 
ten feet of the surface... shall be deemed the erection of a new 
building.” 

The appellants pulled down part of a very old inn, including certain 
outer walls, but left the rest standing. They gave notice in 
writing to the local authority of their intention to erect a new part on 
the site of the old part pulled down. This new part was to fit into 
the part left standing. With the notice, plans and sections of the new 
part were sent, but not of the whole of the huilding—i.e., the part left 
standing and the new part. The local authority admitted that if the 
portion of the old building left standing was not, and should not be 





treated as part of, a new huilding, bye law 104 had been complied with 
by the budding owners; but on the decision of Leonard v. Hoare & 
Co. (Limited) (1914, 2 A. 2.798), tn which it was held that the present 
appellants were erecting what must be deemed a new building, they 
refused to pass the phe na. Thereupon a rule nisi for a mandamus 
was obtained. 

Held, that, upon the true conatruction of section 23 of the Act of 
1907, only such part of a building as had been pulled down to be 
re-erected was to be deemed a new building, and as in that view the 
appellants had conformed to the bye-laws the rule must be made 
absolute. 


This was an appeal by Messrs, Hoare & Co., brewers, from a 
decision of the Divisional Court, discharging a rule for a mandamus. 
The appellante owned an old public-house known ds the Seven Stars 
Inn, situated in the High-street, Foots Cray. They decided to make 
certain structural alterations, particularly to the bar, and in order to 
do this they pulled down part of the eld building, including certain 
outer walls, leaving the remaining part of the premises standing 
The brewers gave notice in writing to the local authority of their 
intention to erect on the site of the part pulled down, a new part, 
and with that notice they sent plans and sections of the new part, but 
they gave no notice as to, or plans or sections of, the whole building 
that is, the part left standing and the new part. By bye-law 104 it 
was provided that: ‘‘ Every person who shall intend to erect a 
building shall give to the Council notice in writing of such intention 

and shall at the same time deliver or send complete plans 
and sections of every floor of such intended building. .. .” Section 
23 of the Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1907, provides that 
‘‘For the purposes of this Act and the Public Health Acts, and any 
bye-law made thereunder, each of the following operations, namely 
(a) The re-erection, wholly or partially, of any building of which an 
outer wall is pulled down or burnt down to or within ten feet of the 
surface of the ground adjoining the lowest storey of the building . 
shall be deemed to be the erection of a new building.’’ The local 
authority took the view that the bye-laws applied to the Seven Stars. 
It was admitted, however, that if the portion of the old building 
left standing was not and should not be treated as part of a new 
building, the requirements as imposed by the bye-laws had _ been 
complied with. Six summonses were taken out by the local authority 
alleging that the brewers had failed to comply with various require 
ments, and were dismissed by the justices subject to a case being 
stated as to bye-law 104. The special case (sub nom. Leonard vy. Hoare 
d: Co. (Limited), 1914, 2 K. B. 198, 12 L. G. R. 844) came before a 
Divisional Court, who held that under section 23 of the Public Health 
Acts Amendment Act, 1907, the whole building—that is, the old part 
and the new part—was to be deemed to be a new building, and 
therefore the brewers were bound to send notice as to, and plans and 
sections of, the whole building to the local authority. The case was 
accordingly remitted to the justices to convict. Messrs. Hoare & Co 
subsequently obtained a rule nisi for a mandamus calling upon the 
local authority to confirm and approve the plans and notices as 
originally submitted to them. The Divisional Court held themselves 
bound by the decision in Leonard's case to hold that the building 
was a new building, and they formally discharged the rule. Messrs. 
Hoare & Co. then brought this appeal. After. argument, 

Tae Covrr (Swinren Eapy, Pickrorp and Bankes. L..J.J.) allowed 
the appeal on the ground that the re-erection of the building on the 
portion pulled down constituted a partial re-erection of a building 
within section 23 of the Act of 1907; that such partial re-erection 
only should be deemed to be the re-erection of a new building, and 
that as such partial re-erectifn was the only new building the appel 
lants had sufficiently complied with the bye-law, and the rule must be 
made absolute.—CounseL, for the appellants, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., 
and Poyser; for the respondents, Morten, K.C., and Jeeves 
Souicrrors, Sandilands & Co.; White &: Leonard. 


[Reported by Ersxine Rerp, Barristerat-Law.] 


O DRISCOLL +. MANCHESTER INSURANCE COMMITTEE. 
No. 2. 24th, 25th, 27th, and 29th June. 
NATIONAL INSURANCE—Docror on Panet—Fees tn Hanns or Insur 
ANCE COMMITTEE—GARNISHER OrnpeR—Depr ror AMOUNT TO BE 
ASCERTAINED—WHETHER ATTACHABLE 


Where an insurance committee under the National Insurance lef, 
1911, Aas rece ed from the National Inaurance Commiasionera funda for 
distribution among the doctora on the panel, there ia a deht ou ing from 
the insurance committee to each of the doctora who have served during 
the pert ul to which the fund applies jor a sum to he aace tained, and 
euch debt may be attached. 


Decision of Rowlatt, J. (31 7. LD. PR. 103), affirmed 


Appeal by the Manchester Insurance Committee from a decision of 
towlatt, J., in an interpleader issue. The plaintiffs were the executors 
of a Dr. O'Driscoll, who had practised at Manchester. The entire 
assets left by him consisted of the goodwill of his practice, and the 
executors sold the goodwill to a Dr. Sweeny for £380. Eventually Dr. 
Sweeny vas unable to pay the whole of this sum, and a writ was issued 
against him, and on 27th March, 1914, judgment was recovered for 
£246 odd and £9 costs. On 9th April, 1914, the plaintiff obtained 
and served upon the Manchester Insurance Committee an order gar- 
nisheeing all debts owing or accruing from the committee to the de 
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fendant. The garnishees appeared, and did not admit that any debt 
was owing, whereupon an order was made in the ordinary form direct- 
ing an issue whether the garnishees were indebted to the judgment 
creditor in in what, sums. Rowlatt, J., decided that 
{ owing or accruing from the committee to the debtor. 
ing been argued, 


Swinren Eapy, L.J., in giving judgment, said that Dr. Sweeny was 

» panel doctor from January, 19135. He entered into three contracts 
with the committee. The first was made in January, 1913, and ex 
pired on 14th April, 1913; the second was made on llth April, 1913, 
14th July, 1913; and the third on 17th July, expiring on 
iry, 1914, so that his first year of service expired on 14th 
1914 sy his first contract Dr. Sweeny agreed to treat in 
the area of the Manchester Insurance Committee on 
the terms set out in a scheme formulated by the committee. Paragraph 
Ll of the follows : ‘‘ The committee will undertake that 
the total for medical attendance and treatment—viz., 
6s. 6d. per head for twelve months for each insured person and the 6d. 
s head for twelve months for the domiciliary treatment of insured 
801 uffering ascertained and the total 

be pooled and distributed among the doctors giving medical 


any, and, if 80, 
debt 


aj peal hav 


here was a 


expiring on 
14th Janu 
January 

jured persons in 
scheme was 


lable 


sums avail 


from tuberculosis, shall be 
and attendance to insured persons in that area in accordance 

scale of fees or remuneration to be settled by the Manchester 
surance Committee and a committee of doctors selected by the doctors 
. in the area, " Paragraph 

ed that The total amount available shall be the limit of the 

f the insurance « for drugs and medical 

s), and each d epting service must give an undertaking 

ll not claim or bring any action against an insured 

this ommittee additional payment.’’ That 

mtract for the first three months, and it contained 

the committee to deal with the sums of 
way that the doctor was to have a proportion 
fees to be settled by the committee and the 
The se agreement modified the 
remuneration. The com 
for medical attendances and 


who undertake to give the service.’’ 


ommittee (except 
ctor ac« 
make any 
insurance « for 
In force 

engagement by 
hand im Sin h 1 
f it based on a scale of 


committee of 


money 
the ! inel doctors ond 
regard to the method of 
undertook that the available 


first in insurance 


mittee sum 


treatment should be paid into a fund and distributed among the medical 


ractitioners in accordance with a scale of fees settled by the Man 
chester Medical Committee, and it was provided that the amount avail 
ible should be the limit of the liability of the committee 

mitra the committee undertook 
the doctors, but the 
The re ‘as a definite ] 
m to he paid vas 

Che third 


terms 


There was 


limited to the 
ibility to pay on a definite 
incapable of being ascertained until 
tract was signed on 17th July, 1913, 
the previous contract in any material 
D1 weeny for the first year, therefore, was 

*s as a panel doctor on the terms 
] above Under the 

«] orders made under the National Insurance Act and 
time, it provided that the moneys available to the 
medical treatment should be charged to a fund to be 
the panel committee, and there should be paid to each 
the panel out of the panel fund amounts calculated 
rding to the methed of remuneration adopted by the committee, 
h might be either by capitation or by payment for attendances. 

» present case the system adopted was that of payment by attend 
rhe statutory liability on the committee was to apply the funds 
hands according to the rules. On 9th April, 1914, Dr. Sweeny 
had completed one year of service, and had received four payments on 
account amounting to £257. He had rendered accounts which on one 
basis of payment, if accepted by the committee as the right basis of 
shewed that a sum of £556 odd would be him. 
Although it was uncertain what sum he would finally be paid, by no 
possible contingency could nothing be payable to him, and therefore 
something was payable by the committee out of the payments made 
them by the Government grants, which were usually for large amounts, 
£20,000 or £30,000 at a time. It followed, in his opinion, that the 
decision of Rowlatt, J., was right, and this appeal would be dismissed. 
The exact form of the order would be stated later. 

Puittimore and Bankes, L.JJ., 
Counset, for the appellants, Clavell Salter, K.C., 
for the respondent, George Cave, K.C., and 
Withers & Ca Herhert Z. Deane 

[Reported by Ensxrtne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re AN APPLICATION OF CADBURY BROS. (LIM.) 


2ist and 22nd June, 


Sargant, J. 


Trape-Marx—Dtscramer or Use or Worp tx—Laper—Custom 
THE Reoistry—Trape-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), s. 
SECTIONS 4 anD 5, AnD s. 15 


OF 
9, suB- 


Where it is clear that the registration of a trade-mark would not 
give to the applicant therefor any exclusive right to the use of a 
particular word in that trade-mark, the Registrar should not exercise 
the discretion given to him by section 15 of the Trade-Marks Act, 





| any 


that certain sums should | 


|} make 





judgment to a like effect . | 
Wright; | 


| their contempt of court in wilfully disobeying an interim order of 
| Court, dated 7th May, in the following terms :—‘‘ This Court doth or 





| remaining in possession thereof.’’ 


| before the whole of the plaintiffs’ machinery had been removed. 


1905, to impose on the applicant a disclaimer of that word as a condition 
of registration. : 

Unnecessary disclaimers should not be placed on the register because 
they might have the mischievous effect of leading commercial men to 
think that they could make free use of the word disclaimed without 
regard to the possible common law, as distinct from the statutory, rights 
of the person disclaiming. 

The condition of disclaimer is one for the imposition of which 
good reason ought to be adduced. 

Re Albert Baker & Co.’s Application (1908, 2 Ch. 86) approved, 


This was an application of Cadbury Bros. (Limited) to reverse the 
decision of the Registrar in refusing to register the applicant’s trade 
mark, No. 355,395, which was a label consisting of a wreath or border 
of five Tudor roses, enclosing the words ‘‘ Tudor Chocolates made by 
Cadbury,’’ the word ‘“‘ Tudor’’ being in the most prominent type. 
There had been a previous application by the same applicants for the 
registration of the word ‘‘ Tudor”’ alone under section 9, sub-section 4, 
of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, which had been refused, and a similar 
application under section 9, sub-section 5, had been withdrawn. New 
evidence was produced by the applicants to shew that for twelve or 
thirteen years the word *‘ Tudor’’ had been distinctive of the appli 
cants’ go The Registrar had now refused this last application, 
except on condition of the applicants disclaiming the exclusive use of 
the word “‘ Tudor.’’ In stating the reasons for his refusal, the Regis 
trar said, ‘‘Of recent years it has been the practice of the office in 
every case where a prominent feature of a mark is a word whicn 
cannot be registered alone, to insist that a disclaimer of that word 
be put in so as to make the position clear commer ially as well as 
No disclaimer harms anyone. It is a mere statement of legal 
It affects only the registration of the exact mark, and has 
rights arising aliunde. Therefore, any disclaimer 
Counsel for the applicants deprecated the practice as 


ould 


SOME 


goods 


legally 
position. 
no bearing on 
does no harm.” 
expressed in the Registrar's remarks, and contended that they s! 
not be put on terms to register a wholly unnecessary disclaimer 

it was abundantly clear that the registration of their trade-mark 
not possibly give them the exclusive right to the use of the 
** Tudor.’ 

Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said : I entertain no doubt 
the registration of the trade-mark would not give to the applicant 
exclusive right to the use of the word ‘‘Tudor’’ alone. That, 
however, does not conclude the case, because it is not disputed that, 
under se 15 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ed. 7, c. 15), the 
Registrar or the Court has a discretion to impose in a proper case a 
disclaimer as a condition of registration. The Registrar in the present 
has stated in his reasons a general proposition which, in my 
judgment, was certainiy wide. Giving al! weight to the Regis 
trar’s reasons, it is still a matter of great importance that unnecessary 
disclaimers should not be placed on the register, the effect of 
would be not unlikely to lead commercial men to think that they 
could make free use of the word disclaimed without having regard to 
the possible common law, as distinct from the statutory, rights of the 
person disclaiming. The case for insisting on the disclaimer the 
word “‘ Tudor’’ is, in my opinion, much weaker than the case made 
in Re Albert Baker & Co.'s Application (1908, 2 Ch. 86), and on the 
principles there laid down by Eve, J., I am of opirion that the regis 
tration should proceed without the necessity of any disclaimer, and I 
the order accordingly.—Counset, A. J. Walter, K.C., and 
Sebastian; J, Austen-Cartmell. Soricrrors, Timbrell d- Deigh- 
The Treasury Solicitor. 

(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law,) 


ABERDONIA CARS (LIM) vr. BROWN, HUGHES, & STRACHAN 
' (LIM.). Neville, J. 4th June. 


Practice—ConTEMPT—MOTION TO Writ or SEQUESTRATION— 
COMPANY PROHIBITIVE ORDER DISOBEYED — 
PERSONAL SERVICE THEREOF. 


that 


tion 


case 


too 


vhich 


L. B. 


ton; 


IssvE 
AGAINST — ORDER 


A motion to sequestrate, which 13 the only re medy against a company 
which disobeya a prohibitive order of the Court, will not be invali lated 
by reason of the order disobeyed not having been personally served upon 
the company, although duly served upon the solicitors of the company 
In the of an individual, committal would have been the proper 
remedy for breach of a prohibitive order, and such committal could be 
had without personal service of the order disobeyed. 

Re Tuck (1906, 1 CA. 696) not applicable to such a case as this 

The principle of D. v. A. & Co. (1900, 1 Ch. 484) applied. 


This was a motion to sequestrate the chattels and personal estat« and 
issues, rents, and profits of the real estate of the defendant company 


care 


that the defendants be restrained until after Friday, 14th May, from 
remaining in possession of the plaintiffs’ premises, or the machinery or 
effects thereon, and from excluding the plaintiffs from entering into or 
The defendants had disobeyed this 
order in excluding the plaintiffs’ workmen at 8.45 p.m. on 14th Moye 
ne 
plaintiffs and the defendants were both limited companies. On 20th 
May the plaintiffs moved for leave to issue a writ of sequestration 
against the goods and chattels and rents of the real estate of the 
defendant company, as for a contempt of court. The motion stood over, 
and came on for hearing on 4th June. This was a preliminary objection 
on the part of the defendants that the order of 7th May had not been 
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served personally upon the defendant company, although it had been 
served upon the defendant company’s solicitors, and that accordingly 
the lack-of such personal service invalidated the motion for sequestra- 
tion. Counsel for the defendant company objected that without personal 
service of the order disobeyed the motion was bad, and referred to in 
Re Tuck (1906, 1 Ch. 696), and that it was not an act to be done within 
a limited time, but a prohibitive order, and referred to Selous v. 
Croydon Rural Sanitary Authority (53 L. T. Rep. 209). Counsel for the 
defendant company contended that committal, which could be had with 
out personal service of the order, was the proper remedy for breach of 
a prohibitive order, and referred to D). v. A. & Co. (1900, 1 Ch. 484). 

Nevuwe, J., after stating the facts, said: This preliminary objec- 
tion must be disallowed. Whatever difficulties there may be as regards 
individuals, these difficulties must not stand in the way of the plaintiffs 
obtaining their remedy against the defendant company, because it is the 
only remedy against a company which disobeys an order of the Court.— 
Counsen, W. J. Disturnal, K-C., and F. Whinney; C. E. E. Jenkins, 
K.C., and J. M. Gover. Soricrrors, Mills d&- Morley, for the plaintiffs ; 
Frank Daphne, for the defendants. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barreterat-Law.] 

















Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Estate of FALKNER, deceased. Bargrave Deane, J. 2st June. 


Propate—Practice—WILL—LimItTep EXecuTrRIxX ALSO ENTITLED TO 
ADMINISTRATION WITH WILL ANNEXED—FoRM or GRANT. 













The widow of a testator, whom he had by his will appointed his sole 
executriz so far as related to a business carried on by him, waa, in con- 
sequence of the death or renunciation of the persons appointed executors 
of the estate other than the business, as residuary legatee and devisee for 
life, entitled to administration with the will annexed in respect of the 
rest of the estate. The Court granted probate of the will to the widow 
as the executriz named therein only 80 far as related to the said business, 
and directed that the grant should recite that she was also residuary 
legatee and devisee for life named in the will. 














This was a motion for a grant of letters of administration with the 
will annexed to tne estate of John Charles Falkner, deceased, The 
deceased died on 14th December, 1914, leaving him surviving his 
widow, Eliza Salsbury Falkner, who was the present applicant, and 
four children, all of full age. By his will, dated 9th November, 1894, 
the deceased appointed Michael Yates Lees and William Taylor to be 
his executors and trustees ‘‘except as to property embarked in trade ”’ ; 
ne gave and bequeathed to his wife, Eliza Salsbury Falkner, absolutely, 
the business of a licensed victualler carried on by him at Pershore, 
and all the goodwiil, stock in trade, and effects employed therein, and 
(the will provided): ‘‘I appoint my wife sole executrix of this my 
will so far as relates to the said business and premises hereinbefore 
bequeathed to her.’’ After a specific bequest to the wife of household 
furniture and effects, the testator devised and bequeathed all his 
real and personal estate not otherwise disposed of to his trustees upon 
trust to pay the income thereof to his wife for life, and after her 
death to divide the corpus equally amongst his children. Michael 
Yates Lees, one of the executors, had predeceased the testator, and 
the other executor, William Taylor, had renounced probate. Counsel 
for the applicant, Eliza Salsbury Falkner, moved for a grant to her 
of administration with the will annexed. 

BaRGRAVE Deane, J.—There will be a grant to the applicant of 
probate of the will, limited to the part of the estate in respect of 
which she is named executrix in the will, but the grant will also recite 
that she is residuary legatee and devisee for life. [The order, as 
drawn up, was as follows: ‘‘It is ordered that probate of the will, 
dated 9th November, 1914, of John Charles Falkner, deceased, be 
granted to Eliza Salsbury Falkner, the executrix named in the said 
will, only so far as relates to the business of a licensed victualler 
carried on by the deceased at Pershore and the premises thereof, but 
no further or otherwise, she being also residuary legatee and devisee 
for life named in the said  will.’’])—Counset, D. Cotes-Preedy. 
Soricrrors, Trevor C. Newman, for Leofwine PR. Seymour, Pershore. 

[Reported by Orrrrorp Monrmuen, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
House of Lords. 


LE PAGE AND OTHERS +. GARDOM. 17th and 18th May. 


Witt—Cuarrraste Trust—Resipve ror Lapres or Limirep Means— 
Trustees To Expenp Restpve ‘“‘as THey Know To BE Most IN 
AGREEMENT wiTtH My Desires’’—Parot Evipence—Surriciency— 
Secret Trust—ComMMvunIcATION TO One or Two Trustees—TRrustee 
A BeNnericiary. 


A testatriz, after directing that a temporary house of residence for 
ladies of limited means should be maintained out of the funds realized 

















































by the sale of her real and personal estate, appointed Dr. Le P. and 
W. Le P. (his daughter) executors of her wil, and directed that 
they should ‘expend all or any of the residue of my estate in such 
manner as they know to be most in agreement with my desires.” 

In an action commenced by originating summons, to which the 
Attorney-General and the next of kin were defendants, it was held by 
Eve, J., that the charitable trust was a valid trust, that evidence by 
Dr. Le P. that the testratrix had expressed her intention of leaving 
by will money to his three daughters was admissible to prove the par- 
ticular manner in which the testatriz desired the residue to be disposed 
of, and that when he and his daughter, W. Le P., subsequently were 
appointed executors, the estate was impressed with a trust as to the 
residue in favour of the three ladies. 

The next of kin appealed, the three daughters and Dr. Le P. being 
the only respondents to the appeal. 

The Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of Eve, J., on this point 
(the next of kin not disputing that the decision on the first point was 
right), held that the plaintiffs had failed to establish by their evidence 
the existence of any trutt in favour of the three ladies From that 
decision the appe llants appealed to thia House. 

Their lordships dismissed the appeal, with costs. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (1914, 1 CA. 662) affirmed 


Appeal by the plaintiffs in an action commenced by originating 
summons (entitled 7n the Matter of the Estate of Elita Auquata 
Gardom, deceased), in which the appellants, Dr. Le Page and his 
daughter Winifred were plaintiffs; the Attorney-General, the re- 
spondent, S. E. Gardom, and the appellants, Florence and Ethel Le 
Page, were defendants. By her will, made in March, 1900, the tes 
tatrix, who died in 1911, devised and bequeatned her real and personal 
estate to the plaintiffs, Dr. Le Page and his daughter Winifred, upon 
trust to sell and convert into money such portions as should be neces 
sary upon trust for the maintenance of a temporary home of residence 
for ladies of limited means; if at any time such home should be con 
sidered unnecessary, the money thus set apart was to be distributed by 
the trustees in yearly payments to such ladies as they might con- 
sider worthy of such assistance. The testatrix then appointed Dr. Le 
Page and W. Le Page executors of her will, and directed that they 
should ‘‘ expend all or any of the residue of my estate in such manner 
as they know to be most in agreement with my desires,’’ It was proved 
that in 1886 the testatrix had told Dr. Le Page that she intended to 
provide for his three children; that on various occasions she had said 
this she should do by her will, and that when she made her will in 
March, 1900, she handed him a duplicate to keep, saying, ‘‘I have 
told you many times I was going to make my _ will, and that 
[ would leave all to your dear girls."" Eve, J., held that the primary 
trust in the will was a good charitable trust of so much of 
the estate as might be necessary for the maintenance of the home, 
and that the subsequent alternative bequest did not render it 
void for uncertainty, and (inter alia) that the communications 
to Dr. Le Page were sufficient to impress the estate with a trust in 
favour of his three daughters, and that there was no necessity for the 
communication of the trust to be made to and accepted by both the 
trustees. Accordingly the learned Judge decided that the ultimate 
residue was to be held by the trustees upon trust for the three daughters 
of Dr. Le Page, and not for the present respondent, the sole next of 
kin of the testatrix. The next of kin, while desiring to uphold the 
will so far as the charitable bequest was concerned, and submitting 
t> a scheme, said that there was no trust for the three daughters 
of Dr. Le Page The Court of Appeal, reversing the decision 
of the learned trial Judge upon this point, held that the 
plaintiffs had failed to establjsh by their evidence tne existence of 
the trust to the three decoliom, and declared that the ultimate 
residue (if any) of the testatrix’s estate was held upon trust for the 
respondent, S. E. Gardom, as next of kin. The three daughters of 
Dr. Le Page and Dr, Le Page appealed. Without hearing counsel for 
the respondents, 

Tue Hovse (Viscount Hatpane, C., Lords Duneptn, Parker, 
Sumner and Wrensury) affirmed the decision of the Court of Appeal 
Accordingly the appeal was dismissed, witn costs.—Counset, for the 
appellants, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and H. A. Hind; for the respondent, 
Clayton, K.C., and G, B. Hertz. Sorrcrrors, Bower, Cotton, d& Bower, 
for Vaudrey, Oppenheim, & Mellor, Manchester; T'atham d& Lousada, 
for Farrar & Co., Manchester. 

[Reported by Easxine Rarp, Barrister-at-Law ] 








The Hon. Sir Edward Chandos Leigh, K.C.B.. K.C., of Upper 
Grosvenor-street, W., and of Knuston Hall, Irchester, Northants, 
Recorder of Stamford 1864-1881, and of Nottingham 1881-1909, Counsel 
to the Speaker of the House of Commons 1884-1907, formerly a well 
known cricketer, playing for Harrow and Oxford, a former president 
of the M.C.C., and for some vears chairman of the London Playing 
Fields Society, who died on the 18th May, aged eighty-two, second 
son of the first Lord Leigh, left unsettled estate valued at £35,409 
gross, with net personalty sworn at £35,087. The testator left £50 
to the London Playing Fields Society, £50 to Francis Robert Bush, in 
consideration of services rendered in connection with that society, and 
£100 to his butler. Among the private bequests were £5,000 to each of 
his sons, Chandos and Edward Henry, both of whom have been killed 
in action. 
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(Cus Act 1915; 
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and to several 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 

The London Garett June contains 

1. An Order in Coun d 2th further amending the 
Exportation Pronibition Proclamation of 3rd February, 1915. For this, 
and the subsequent Orders varying it, see Manual of Emergency Legis 
Supplement No. 3, pp. 382, et seq., and the list of prohibited 
App. A This is to Wth April As to subsequent Orders, see 
548. The present Order veral further amendments, 
including alteration as to the prohibition on ‘‘ rubber,’’ and including 
also the prohibition of tne exportation of cotton yarn and thread to all 
ports in Europe and the Mediterranean and Black Seas, 

those of France, Russia Baltic ports), Spain, and 


f 25th the following 
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The London r 29th June 
4. A Proclamation, dated 28 
trading t 


Gazett yntains the following: 


printed below), with reference to 
with the enemy in China and elsewhe in the East. 

5. A Proclamation, dated 25th June (printed below), prohibiting the 

exportation of all articles to the Netherlands unless they are consigned 

to the Netherlands Oversea perse 


i 
sp al exportation licence 


th June 


re 


Truet or to a m named as consignee in 
any 


Contraband List. 
Fore ign On , 
June 22nd, 1915 

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs from His 
Majesty's Ambassador at Petrograd the following Memorandum, pre 
pared by the Commercial Attaché to His Majesty's Embassy, in con- 
tinuation of the Memorandum which appeared in the London Gazette of 
Tuesday, May 11th last ante, p. 579] 

The official Bulletin of Laws of May 19th/June 1st publishes an 
Imperial Decree of May 10th/23rd, revising the contraband list annexed 
to the Imperial De of December 8th/21st, 1914. In the Russian 
absolute contraband now revised, Nos. 1 to 29 are exactly 
identical with Nos. 1 to 29 of the absolute contraband list given in the 
King’s Proclamation of December 23rd, 1914, with the exception that 
No. 28 in the Russian list is thus worded Mineral oils, benzine and 
other liquid el for rnal except lubricating 

; while the same number English list worded as follows : 
** Mineral oils and motor spirit, except lubricating oils.’’ 
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A Proclamation 


WITH PERSONS ENEMY NATIONALITY RESIDENT 
ON BUSINESS IN CHINA, Stam, Persta, on Morocco. 


RELATING TO TRADING 
OR CARRYING 
Whereas 


and 


OF 


it 


is expedient that transactions between British subjects 
persons of 


enemy nationality resident or business 





irrying on in 


China, Siam, Persia, or Morocco should be restricted in manner pro- 
vided by this Proclamation : 

Now, therefore, We have thought fit, by and with the advice of 
Our Privy Council, to issue this Our Royal Proclamation declaring, and 
it is hereby declared, as follows :— 

1. The Proclamations for the time being in force relating to Trading 
with the Enemy shall, as from tne twenty-sixth day of July, nineteen 
hundred and fifteen, apply to any person or body of persons of enemy 
nationality resident or carrying on business in China, Siam, Persia, or 
Morocco in the same manner as they apply to persons or bodies of 
persons resident or carrying on business in an enemy country. 

Provided that where an enemy has a branch locally situated in China, 
Siam, Persia, or Morocco, nothing in Article 6 of the Trading with the 
Enemy Proclamation No. 2 shall be construed so as to prevent trans- 
action by or with that branch being treated as transaction by or with 
enemy. 

Nothing in this Proclamation shall be taken to prohibit anything 
which may be specially permitted by Our licence or by a licence given 
on Our behalf by a Secretary of State or the Board of Trade or tie 
Lords Commissioners of Our Treasury. 

3. This Proclamation shall be called the Trading with the Enemy 
China, Siam, Persia, and Morocco) Proclamation, 1915. 


an 
9 


A Proclamation 


EXPORTATION OF ALL ARTICLES TO THE NETHERLANDS 
DURING THE PRESENT WAR. 


Whereas by section 1 of the Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, it 
enacted that We may, by Proclamation, pronibit the exportation of 
all or any of the following articles, namely : Arms, ammunition, mi 
and naval stores, and any article which We shall judge capable of being 
converted into or made useful in increasing the quantity of arms, 
ammunition or military or naval stores to any country or place therein 
named whenever We shall judge such pronibition to be expedient 
in order to prevent such arms, ammunition or military or naval stores 
being used against Our forces or against any forces engaged or which 
may be engaged in military or naval operations in co-operation with Our 
forces : 

And whereas by section 1 of the Customs (Exportation Restriction) 
Act, 1914, it is enacted that the above-recited section 1 of tne Exporta 
tion of Arms Act, 1900, shall have effect whilst a state of war in which 
His Majesty is engaged exists as if, in addition to the articles therein 
mentioned, there were included all other articles of every description : 

And whereas by section 1 of the Customs (Exportation Restriction) 
Act, 1915, it is enacted that the power of His Majesty under section 1 
of the Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, as amended by the Customs 
(Exportation Restriction) Act, 1914, by Proclamation to prohibit the 
exportation of articles to any country or place named in the Proclama- 
tion, shall, during the continuance of the present war, include the power 
to prohibit the exportation of any article to any such country or place 
unless consigned to such person or persons as may be authorized by or 
under the Proélamation to receive such article : 

Now, therefore, We have thought fit, by and with the advice of 
Our Privy Council, in virtue and in exercise of the powers aforesaid, 
to declare, and it is hereby declared, that the exportation of the articles 
mentioned in the second column of the Schedule hereto is prohibited to 
the country named in the first column of the said Schedule unless those 
les are consigned to the persons referred to in the third column 
the said Schedule. 
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The Netherlands Oversea Trust (or, in 
the case of any prohibited or re- 
stricted goods which are authorized 
by licence to be ex ported, the person 
named in the licence as consignee), 
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—— 
securities held by the trustees and the securities obtained by them by 
means of eubscription to the loan under the War Loan Act, 1915. 

2. Indemnity.} A trustee shall not be liable for any loss resulting 
from any borrowing under this Act or from any subscription to or 
investment in tae loan under the War Loan Act, 1915, or the sale of any 
securities for the purpose of any such subecription or investment or 
from the exercising of any option to convert securities under that Act; 
and trustees and other persons acting in a fiduciary character are hereby 
expressly authorised to exercise such powers of borrowing, subscription, 
investment, or conversion. 

3. Application and short title.}—(1) This Act shall not apply to any 
trustee ufider an implied or constructive trust. 

(2) This Act may be cited as the War Loan (Trustees) Act, 1915. 


Investment of Funds in Court. 


Lord Chancellor’s Office, 
House of Lords, S.W. 
28th June, 1915. 

RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

Order XXII., Rule 17, shall be read as if there were included therein : 
War Loan 44 per cent. inscribed stock, 1925-45, 

The above rule has been passed by the Rule Committee of the Supreme 

Court, to come into operation forthwith. 


County Courts. 

The office of any County Court may be closed during a period of not 
more than fourteen days in any part of August, 1915, but provision 
shall be made under the direction of the judge for attendance at the 
office. on such of those days, during such hours and for such business 
as he may think necessary in order to prevent inconvenience. 

By order of the Lord Chancellor. 
(Signed) MUIR MACKENZIE, Principal Sec. 
The Wth day of June, 1915. 








Societies. 
The Law Society, 


(Continued from page 381.) 

County Court Practice.—The County Courts Bill, which was intro 
duced into the House of Lords and passed that House in the year 1911, 
has not been re-introduced, and present, circumstances do not seem to 
favour its progress in the immediate future. One point which was 
dealt with in the Bill has recently again come under the consideration 
of the Council, viz., that the power conferred upon a High Court judge 
under section 116 (2) of the County Court Act, 1888, to allow High 
Court costs in order 14 cases between £20 and £50, although the order 
has not been made within twenty-one days after service of the writ, 
should be extended also to masters. Although the point has to some 
extent been met by the practice of the masters in allowing a fixed sum 
for costs, a separate application to a judge is still necessary in every 
case in which taxation of costs is required. Tha Council agree that 
masters should have power to deal with the costs, but have been 
advised that the question is one which caa be met only by legislation, 
which for the present seems impossible. The question of the fees 
charged in the county court has also been further considered in the 
course of the year under review. It will be remembered that when 
the last report was issued the Treasury had stated to the Council that 
if they had any practical suggestions to offer for adjustment of fees 
which would not have the effect of diminishing the revenue, the Lords 
Commissioners would carefully consider them with a view to ascer 
taining the expediency or practicability of adopting them. This com 
munication was considered by the County Courts Committee. They 
considered that in view of the fact that any suggestion must conform 
to the condition that it would not reduce the revenue, no useful purpose 
would be served by again putting forward certain suggestions which 
had been urged by the Council in the year 1889, that the fees in the 
higher value cases should be reduced. They therefore turned their 
attention to the consideration of the fees charged in small cases, and 
came to the conclusion that the present county court scale presses 
hardest on the very poor, both plaintiffs and defendants, in respect 
of claims for sums of 10s. and under. They recommended therefore a 
reduction of the scale in those cases. They expressed the opinion alse 
that the present scale of fees in small cases acts to a material extent 
as a deterrent to the enforcement of claims, and that if the fees were 
reduced in the manner suggested the additional business which would 
be encouraged would counterbalance the loss of fees on each individual 
case. The reply of the Lords Commissioners was contained in a letter 
from them of 5th August, 1914, and it stated that their information 
Was not such as to justify them in incurring on the one hand the loss of 
revenne of doubtful amount, or on the other, if business should 
increase, a substantial addition to the costs of the county court. In 
View of this attitude the Council felt that it would be useless further 


to press the matter, and therefore merely informed the Treasury that 
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it appeared to them that the present scale of fees was manifestly a great 
hardship upon the working classes and should be amended in the manne 
they had recommended. ‘They added further that it was a public ques 
tion which the Council must leave in the hands of their 
lordships, Various questions have been before the County 
Courts Committee in the course of the year, particularly in con 
nection with the Courts (Emergency Powers) Legislation. The County 
Court Rules under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, were 
originally issued as one with the High Court Rules. AAnd tois of itself 
created some confusion. Tne difficulty was met by the issue of sepa- 
rate High Court and County Court Rules. In the meantime various 
questions had arisen with regard to the practice in obtaining leave from 
the county court to proceed under the provisions of the Act. The 
Council entered into communication on the subject with the Lord Cnan- 
cellor, and as a result some anomalies in the various fees were con- 
sidered and remedied. A further question arose upon the rule which 
limited jurisdiction of the county courts under the Courts (Emergency) 
Powers Act in foreclosure cases to those in which the security was of 
the value of £100 and less. The Council's representations on this point 
also proved effectual, with the result that the new rules inc rene the 
jurisdiction to £500, the amount of the ordinary equitable jurisdiction 
of the county courts. ‘The Council during the year have supported an 
appeal from a judgment on a question of costs. The member.of the 
Society seeking their assistance had acted for the claimant in an inter 
pleader action waich had been remitted for trial from the High Court 
to the county court. The claimant had paid the sum of £20 into court 
as a condition of the withdrawal of the Sheriff from possession, and it 
appeared that the value of the goods of which possession had been 
relinquished had been over £50. In these circumstances, on the 
claimant succeeding in his claim, he was of opinion that he wag entitled 
under the provisions of Order 53, Rule 15, to costs on Scale C. The 
county court registrar, and subsequently the county court judge, how 
ever, ruled that Scale A applied. The Council, on being requested to 
support an appeal from this view, considered that the claimant was 
right in his contention and that the question should be submitted to 
the Divisional Court. ‘The appeal was heard on the 4th February, 
1915, and is reported on p. 91 of the March issue of the Law Society's 
The court overruled the county court judge, and allowed the 


Gazette. 
in accordance with the view which had been 


claimant costs on Scale C 
expressed by the Council. 

Royal Commission on Legal Delay in the King’s Bench Division.— 
It will be remembered that the report of this Royal Commission recom- 
mended that as regards civil work causes should be entered not later 
than three weeks before the date mentioned in the Order in Council 
for the assize, at all places except the last town on each circuit and Man- 
chester, Liverpool and Newcastle, at which places they might be 
entered upon the day pre eding the commencement of work. The 
report also recommended that the judge of the circuit should be em- 
powered, except in special circumstances, to alter the venue of any 
cause entered for trial to the last place on the circuit. In July last 
Rules of Court were issued to give effect to these recommendations, and 
subsequently the Council received a letter from the hon, secretary of 
the Sussex Law Society complaining that under them the Court is 
unable on a summons for directions to make an order for trial at the 
assizes without first referring the matter to the assize judge, who may 
or may not have been chosen, and that the consequent delay would mili 
tate against entering civil work at the assizes. The Council replied that 
as the new rules had been so recently passed, and had been framed to 
meet a state of circumstances as to which complaint had previously 
been frequent, they did not feel disposed to intervene, at all events 
until they had ‘had some further experience of the working of the 
rules. They stated, however, that they would be prepared to take into 
consideration any resolutions which might be passed on the subject by 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies. 

Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) Act, 1914.—One of the imme 
diate consequences of the war was that many trustees were called upon 
for service, the result being that it became impossible to proceed with 
the business of their trust. To meet this difficulty the Council urged 
upon Government the desirability of empowering trustees to delegate 
their powers to an attorney. The suggestion was adopted, and the 
Government accordingly gave their support to the Bill subsequently 
passed as the Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) Act, 1914. 

The Council have also submitted to the Government the draft of a 
Bill to enable tenants for life to delegate their powers under the Settled 
Land Acts to their trustees. 

Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1914.—Appointment of Clerks 
to Justices.—The question of the qualification for appointment as clerk 
to county and borough justices was raised by certain provisions of the 
Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1914, By Clause W (1) of the 
Act it is provided that no appointment made after the commencement 
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of the Act is to be valid unless and until confirmed by the Secretary 
of State, who, before confirming it, is to take into consideration any 
representations which may be made to him, in the case of the appoint 
ment of a clerk to borough justices, by the council of the borough, 
and, in the case of the appointment of a clerk to county justices, by the 
Standing Joint Committee of the county It suggested to the 
Council when the Bill was before Parliament that they should take 
the opportunity of moving amendments, which would have had the 
effect of excluding altogether as justices’ clerks persons who are not 
barristers or solicitors, or of limiting the qualification of other persons 
to those not less than fourteen years have continuously served 
as chief to one clerk of a petty sessional division, or 
one clerk to borough justices, and whose appointment shall have been 
duly notified to such justices and approved by them. This suggestion 
was referred to a committee, who were of opinion that the Bill as intro- 
duced would tend to reduce the appointment of unqualified persons, and 
that any attempt to amend it would fail. They therefore abstained 
from recommending interference with a measure the provisions of which 
they regarded as on the whole satisfactory 

Fees to Counsel.—A reference to page 52 of the last annual report 
will shew that at the time of its issue the Council were in correspond 
ence with the General Council of the Bar with a view to inducing the 
latter to recognize that in days in which fees of an abnormally high 
character are demanded, it is not necessary or desirable that the three 
fifths or two-third should in all cases be rigidly adhered to. The 
Bar Council had expressed their willingness to admit as an exception 
to the rule cases in which two leading counsel were briefed, but they 
did not see their w ty to extend tion It r 
announced in the report that negotiations on the point were proceeding 
Since that time the Bar Council have issued their annual statement, in 
which they have included a full copy of the correspondence. It is only 
necessary therefore here to remind members that the Bar Council, 
having on 2nd April, 1914, formulated certain proposals by way of 
defining the circumstances under which a junior might accept less than 
the three-fifths or two-thirds proportion of his leader’s fee, the Council 
replied on 24th July, 1914, by laying down the general proposition that : 
‘* In all cases in which a leader and a junior are briefed, the fee pay 
able to the junior shall be two-thirds of the fee which would ordinarily 
be marked for the leader, having regard to the importance of the cas 
and the amount of the papers, but the junior shall not be entitled to an 
increased fee owing to the leader claiming an exceptional fee.’’ The 
reply of the Bar Council was contained in a letter from their secretary 
under date Ist De« 1914, as follows ‘General Council of the 
Bar, 2, Hare-court, Temple, lst December, 1914.—Dear Sir,—F ees of 
Counsel.—In furthe: our letter of 24th July, 1914, my Council 
desire me to express their regret that the iggestions made by them 
and communicated to you in my letter of 2nd April, 1914 (which sug. 
and intended to give effect to, the pro 
yuncil by the influential deputation from 
your Society on 12th January, 1914), have apparently not been accepted 
by your Society as a solution of the question. My Council regret that 
they cannot see their way to adopt the fresh proposal put forward by 
your Society, although they are most anxious to come to an amicable 
arrangement on the lines suggested by your deputation on 12th January, 
1914.—I am, dear Sir, yours faithfully, Henry C. A. Brnaey, Secre 
tary he Secretary of the Law Society, Chancery-lane.’’ Since the 
receipt of this letter the Council have passed a resolution authorizing 
the vice-president and Mr. Gregory to resume negotiations with the 
General Council of the Bar, and at the special general meeting of the 
Society, held on 29th January, 1915, a resolution was passed that in 
the interests of the publi the Law Society should take all necessary 
steps to protest against the claim of the Bar that the fees payable to 
junior counsel must necessarily in all cases be from three-fifths to two 
thirds of the fee payable to the leading counsel. At the special general 
meeting of the Society, held on Wth April, 1915, the President stated 
that negotiations on the subject of counsel’s fees were still proceeding. 

Notaries Public in Wales By section 37 of 
1914, it is provided that as from the date of the Disestablishment of 
the Church of England in Wales and Monmouthshire, the powers of 
the Archbishop of Canterbury in the appointment of 
Notaries Public to in districts wholly within Wales and Mon 
mouthshire shall be transferred to the Lord Chancellor. On the pass 
ing of the Act the Council requested by the Lord Chancellor's 
secretary to offer suggestions as to the method in which his lordship 
should exercise his new jurisdiction. And the question was accordingly 
referred to a special committee for consideration. The committee pre- 
pared a full report dealing with the appointment and position ot 
notaries public in England and Wales gener lly It is printed as part 
of the appendix at p. 67, and shews that the opinion of the com 
mittee the the Lord Chancellor appears to be 
limited to cases in which notaries public ere appointed under the pro 
visions of the Public Notaries Act, 1833, to act in tri tly limited 
districts where it may happen that there is not, or will not be, a 
sufficient number of notaries public to meet the needs of the district 
It will be seen from the report that the Council have suggested to the 
Lord Chancellor that he should exercise the new powers conferred upon 
him by nominating the Law Society as the authority to undertake the 
duties which will be involved in giving effect to any appointment which 
he may be called upon to make. 
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Belgian Lawyers in England cwing to the War.—The Council have 
from time to time since the outbreak of the war found themselves 





the Welsh Church Act, ! 





called upon to consider the position of Belgian lawyers who have been 
compelled to seek refuge in this country. The subject was referred to 
a special committee, who recommended that on a sufficient case being 
made out an appeal either jointly wita the Bar Council, the Scriviners’ 
Company, and the London and Provincial Socieites of Public Notaries, 
or alone, should be made to the profession as a whole for subscriptions 
to a Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund to be administered as may here. 
after be decided. They also recommended that any duly accredited 
Belgian lawyer in London, in consequence of the war, be without 
further introduction accorded during the pleasure of the Council the 
same amenities in the use of the hall, library and luncheon room as 
are enjoyed by members of the Society. 

Professional Classes War Relief Council.—In the course of the year 
the Council were asked to give their support to this organisation. 
They considered, however, that greater benefit would ensue to the pro 
fession by encouraging the support of the existing legal benevolent 
institutions, and they have replied accordingly. 

Private Bill Legislation.—The Council found it necessary in the 
Parliamentary Session 1914-15 to intervene with regard to two private 
Bills. The first, entitled the Liverpool Corporation Bill, sought by its 
main provisions to empower the Corporation of the City of Liverpool 
to acquire further lands and to extend its powers of leasing. It con 
tained, also, a clause empowering the presiding judge of the Court of 
Passage, or a judge of the High Court, on being satisfied that the 
plaintiff in an action of tort had no visible means of paying the costs 
of the defendant, either to stay the action, or to remit it for trial in 
the county court. The clause had been framed on the lines of section 
66 of the County Courts Act, 1888, which gives similar powers to a 
High Court judge with regard to High Court actions, and in principle 
was to be commended. The Council, however, regard it as undesirable 
and, indeed, dangerous that public matters, and especially the amend- 
ment of public Bills, should be made the subject of local private legis 
lation. The clause in question was ultimately omitted from the Bill. 
The second Bill, entitled the River Glen Improvement Bill, contained 
a clause empowering certain improvement trustees to appear before any 
Court, or in any legal proceeding by their clerk, or by any officer 
authorised generally, who was to be at liberty to institute and carry 
on any proceedings authorized by the Bill. The clause had apparently 
been framed on section 259 of the Public Health Act, 1875, which gives 
similar powers to local authorities. The Council take the view, how- 
ever, that the section of the Public Health Act, being of itself undesir 
able, should not, under any circumstances, be extended. They, there 
fore, with the assistance of Mr. Rawlinson, K.C., M.P., and Sir 
William Bull, M.P., took steps in the House of Commons, which 
resulted in the withdrawal of the clause. A report on the subject is 
included in the appendix at p. 77. 

Service of Writs by Agents.—The Incorporated Law Society of Liver 
pool have directed the attention of the Council to a recent statement by 
a judge in his address to the Grand Jury, that a solicitor employed 
merely to serve a writ is thereby authorized to receive the debt and 
costs as agent for the plaintiff in the action. ‘The Council considered 
that such a statement is contrary to the view generally accepted by the 
profession on the subject, and they have addressed a communication to 
the learned judge accordingly. 

Solicitors Desiring to Cease ta Act in Proceedings. On Wth 
October, 1914, the Council referred to the Legal Procedure Committee 
a letter from a member suggesting that a new rule should be added to 
Order 7 of the Rules of the Supreme Court, under which a solicitor 
who might desire to cease to act for a party in any cause or matter 
should be able to file and serve a notice on the parties accordingly The 
point was considered by the committee, who reported that it would be 
desirable that any solicitor wishing to withdraw from the conduct of any 
action, or proceeding, should be at liberty to issue a summons and 
serve it upon his client, calling upon him to show cause why the 
solicitor should not be at liberty to cease to act and have his name 
removed from the record, and that it should be open to the judge 
to make an order on the application as should seem to him just, and 
that by such order he should direct the place at or mode in which all 
subsequent proceedings should be served. A draft rule to this effect 
was framed, and was forwarded to the Supreme Court Rule Committee 
for their consideration. 

Proceedings under the Solicitors Act.—The twenty-sixth 
report of the committee appointed under the Solicitors Act, 1888, will 
be found in the appendix at p. 81. During the year covered by this 
report five solicitors were convicted of various indictable offences, and 
their names have, on the application of the Society, been struck off the 
roll by order of the Divisional Court. Convictions under section 12 
of the Solicitors Act, 1874, have been obtained against ten unqualified 
persons, two cases were dismissed, and other cases have, on the consent 
of the magistrates, been withdrawn after apology and payment 
of costs by the defendants, or, after inquiry, abandoned A con 
viction under the same Act has also been obtained against 4 
solicitor for practising without being duly qualified. Under the pro 
visions of the Solicitors Act, 1906, the Council refused the applications 
of eight undischarged bankrupts for a renewal of their practising certifi- 
cates. In three cases applicants appealed to the Master of the Rolls, 
and in each case the Master of the Rolls refused to make an order. 
Three applications to the Council under the Act stand adjourned for 
the applicants to produce further evidence of means, &c. As regards 
applications under section 16 of the Solicitors Act, 1888, the Council 
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refused to renew the certificates of eight solicitors on the ground of 
bankruptcy or other circumstances. Two applications for restoration to 
the roll were heard by the Master of the Rolls, and were refused. The 
Council were represented on and opposed the applications. Proceedings 
for breach of the provisions of section 32 of the Solicitors Act, 18453, 
were taken against a solicitor for allowing his name to be used by an 
unqualified person in certain litigation, and resulted in the solicitor 
being struck off the roll and the unqualified person being sentenced to 
aterm of three months’ imprisonment in the first division. Complaints 
against unqualified persons under section 4 of the Stamp Act, 1891, have 
been considered during the past year, and in two cases the facts were 
submitted to the Inland Revenue Authorities, who imposed a fine upon 
one of the defendants in lieu of taking proceedings. 
[There is an Appendix containing Reports on certain special matter 


The Union Society of London. 


The annual general meeting of the above Society was held at 3, King’s 
Bench Walk, Temple, on Wednesday, the 23rd ult., at 8 p.m. The hon 
treasurer's statement of accounts and the hon. secretary's report wert 
adopted. Votes of thanks were passed to the retiring officers and th 
scrutineers. A vote of thanks was passed for the use of Lecture Room 
B to the Treasurer and Masters of the Bench of the Inner Temple. 

The following gentlemen were elected officers President, Mr. W. R 
Willson; vice-president, Mr. J. H. Coram; hon. secretary, Mr. W 
Edison Thomas; hon. treasurer, Mr. W. A. Bright; committee, Mr 
Kingham, Mr, Geen, Mr. Stevens, and Mr. Claxton 





Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


We are informed that in view of the war only three, instead of four, 
Preliminary, Intermediate and Final examinations will be held in the 
vear 1916, and that, instead of, as heretofore, holding separate Honoure 
Examinations, the Council in the year 1916 will award honorary distinc 
tion as a result of the work done at the Final Examinations 

The examinations in the year 1916 will be held as regards the 
Preliminary in the months of February, July, and October, and as 
regards the Intermediate and Final in the months of March, June, 
and October-November. 


Obituary. 
Mr. Bartle Bradshaw. 


Second Lieutenant Bartle Bradshaw, of the Border Regiment, son of 
Mr. R. B. D. Bradshaw, ex-Mavor of Barrow, was killed on 11th June, 
aged thirty-two, while serving with the Mediterranean Force. He was 
educated at Sedbergh and University College, Oxford. In 1907 he was 
called to the Bar at Lincoln's Inn, and joined the Northern Circuit and 
the Carlisle, Kendal, Lancaster, and Preston Sessions. On the out 
break of war he joined the Public Schools Battalion of the Middlesex 
Regiment, and in April last was gazetted second lieutenant of the 
Border Regiment. He arrived at the Dardanelles on 25th May. 


Mr. John L. Whitfield. 


Captain John Lawrance Whitfield, of 4th Royal North Lancashire 
Regiment (T.F.) died at Boulogne last week from wounds 
received on 15th June. Captain Whitfield was admitted in 1906, and 
was a partner, with his father, Mr. John Whitfield, in the firm of Jonn 
Whitfield & Son, of Chorley, Lancashire. He was formerly secretary 
and captain of the Preston Grasshoppers Rugby Football Club, and 
member of the Preston Cricket Club. He had been connected with 
the local Territorials for several years, 


Mr. Reginald Victor Rylands. 
Captain R. V. Rylands, eldest son of Mr. Richard W. Rylands, Asa 


burn Lodge, Worsley, was killed in the Dardanelles on ist June. Mr 
Rylands, who was twenty-three years of age, joined the 1/7th Man 
chester Regiment (Territorials) six years ago as second lieutenant, and 
attained the rank of lieutenant after a comparatively short period of 
service. He was promoted to captain last September. He received 
his early education at Bloxham and Shrewsbury School, and, afte: 
spending a short time in Germany, he went to Manchester University 
and took his LL.B. degree three years ago. He was articled to Mr 
Robert A. Edgar, of the firm of Messrs. Boote. Edgar, Grace, & 
Rylands, solicitors, Manchester, of whicn his father is also a member. 
He passed his final examination last June. A younger brother, Second 
Lieutenant Harold B. Rylands, is attached to the 16th Lancashire 


Mr. Charles F. Sartoris. 


Lieutenant Charles Frederick Sartoris, L0th Leicestershire Regiment, 
ittached to the Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers, the eldest son of Mr. Leonard 
Sartoris, was killed at the Dardanelles on 24th June, aged twenty-two 
years. He was educated at Eton and Trinity College, Oxford, and 

eived his commission on 12th November, 1914. He joined the Inns 
f Court O.T.C. at the beginning of the war, being then a student of 
the Inner Temple 


Legal News. 


Honours and Appointments. 


Kennetu Avucustus Muir Mackenzir, G.C.B., late secretary to 
the Lord Chancellor, upon whom the King has conferred a barony of the 
United Kingdom, has taken the title of Baron Muir Mackenzie of 


Delvi in the county of Perth 


é 


Mr. Ernest Broce Cuarves, K.C., hag been appointed Recorder of 
Bournemouth, in place of the late Mr. R. A. Kinglake 

Mr, Freperick HAarpyMAN Parker (Puisne Judge, Leeward Islands), 
has been appointed to be the Chief Justice of Grenada, 

Sir Kennet! Muir Mackenzie having retired from the office of Lord 
Chance r’s Permanent Secretary, Sir CLaup ScuustTer has been 
appoints Lin his place, 


General. 


On tne application of Mr. Gore-Browne, K.C. (Mr. Howard Wright 
vith hin Mr. Justice Eve granted leave on Tuesday to extend the 
memorandum of association of the Gramophone Co. (Limited) to enable 
the company to undertake the manufacture of munitions of wat 


His Honour Judge George Harris Lea, of Broadlands, Hereford, 
Judge of County Court Circuit No. 27 (Herefordshire, Shropshire, avd 
part of Worcestershire), who died on 3rd May, aged seventy-two, left 
insettled estate valued at £43,122 vross, with net personalty £17,940 
Che testator left £10 to each in or out door servant of three years’ 
ervice in his service at his death. 


At Bow-street Police-court on Wednesday, says the Z'imes, Mr 
Graham Campbell gave his decision in the case in which the Gordon 
Hotels (Limited) were summoned under the Shops Act for not giving 
a number of their emp! ryees at the First Avenue Hotel, Holborn, a 
halt holiday during the weeks ended 17th and 24th April The 
employees included the chef, waiters, cooks, kitchen hands, a billiard 
room attendant, a hall porter, and one or two odd men. The magis 
trate said it was admitted by the defendants.that five of the employees 

me within tne definition of shop assistant, as they were employed in 

grill-room, where non-residents were served. A number of others 
ere employed in or about the kitchen, and he was satisfied that the 
n was part of the premises in which the business of the grill 
mm was carried on, and therefore a shop within the meaning of the 
t Che kitchen nands were wholly or mainly employed in serving 
mers, and ne held that they were all shop assistants, with the 
eption of the chef, who did no manual work. As to the billiard 
marker and four waiters who Were employed in the hotel proper, and 
the buffet porter, there was no evidence which satisfied him that thev 
were wholly or mainly employed in serving persons who were not 
resident, and he therefore found that they were not shop assistants 
In each of nineteen of the twenty-five cases he imposed a penalty of 
10s., with £10 10s. costs—£20 in all. On the application of the defence 
the magistrate agreed to state a case . 

In the House of Commons, on 24th ult... Mr. Brace replying to Mr 
Kellaway, said there had been altogether fourteen attacks by hoetil 
ureraft in this country, extending over wide areas, and chiefly directed 
igainst undefended towns, villages, and country districts. The total 
casualties in these raids were :—Killed, 56, of whom 24 were men (all 
civilians), 21 women, and 11 children; wounded (so far as could be 
ascertained), 138, of whom 86 were men, 35 women, and 17 children. 

In the use Of Lords, on 23rd ult., the Lord Chancellor (in reply to 

Earl of Camperdown) said that up to the present the amount 
to perso whose property had been destroyed or damaged by 
or bombardment by the enemy was £90,038 rl} ymounts 

individuals were to indemnify them against the actual loss and 

Seq ue nitia damage <« r lose For instance if amanasas Op vere 

he would be pa d the value of his shop, but not for the 

y profit he might have made if the shop had not been 
lestroyed th regard to the principle of compensation to be applied 
1 the future, it was obvious that if a measure was going to be intro 
duced it would be undesirable to state in plain terms that the Govern- 
ment accepted any legal liability. For the rest the Government were 
inxiously considering the matter, and were pressing it forward Lord 
Southwark, as President of the London Chamber of Commerce, pointed 
out how grave and urgent the matter wags for business interests in the 
City of London. Lord Parmoor said that the claims brought before the 
Government in which money compensation was asked amounted to 





about £150,000. His Committee, in advising the Government in the 
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matter of figures, always had in mind the possibility of an insurance 
scheme. With regard to claims for injury to persons, the Committee 
were guided by the principles of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 


Mr, George Frederick Pollock, of Woodlawn, Hanworth, Middlesex, 
formerly Senior Master of the King’s Bench Division and King’s 
Remembrancer, who died on 19th May last, aged ninety-four years, 
son of late Chief Baron Pollock, left property of the value of 
£29,267, including net personalty of £26,745. 


In the House of Commons Lord Ronaldshay has asked the President 
of the Board of Trade if raw cotton is permitted to pass unhindered 
into Scandinavia, and can he state the quantities of raw cotton 
imported into Scandinavia during the last six months of the years 1913 
and 1914 respectively, and also during the first three months of 1914 
aml 1915. In reply Mr. Runciman states: The answer to the first part 
of the question is in the negative, The aggregate quantities of raw cotton 
imported into Norway, Sweden, and Denmark from all sources in the 
pericds specified, according to the official trade returns of those coun 
tries, were as follows July to December, 1913, 12,811 metric tons; 
July to December, 1914, 16,342 metric tons; January to March, 1914, 
10,329 metric tons; January to March, 1915, 64,441 metric tons. These 
figures are exclusive of cotton arriving in transit, 





The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
“Oxford "’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and genera] appear 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘Oxford ’’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Witt1Am Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 

ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 

Rota. No. 1. JOYCE. 

5 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Greswell Mr. Bloxam 

6 Borrer Bloxam Jolly 

7 Leach Jolly Synge 

. Church Borrer Farmer 

” Synge Goldschmidt Church 

. 10 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt 

Mr. Justice 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Eves. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Mr. Charch 


Mr. borrer 
Farmer each 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Borrer 
Greswel! 


Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. 
Mr. Leach 
Goldschmidt 
Church 


Date. 


Monday, July 
Tuesday .... 


Mr. Justice 
Younorr, 
Mr. Jolly 

Greswell 
Borrer 
Synge 
Farmer 
Bloxam 


Mr. Farmer 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Greswell 
Jolly 
Bloxam 


Charch Synge 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales 
July 6.— Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD, at the Mart: Freehold Sport 
ing E.tate (see advertisement, page 551, June 12, 1915). 
July 14,—Mesara. Ferris & PUCKRIDGE, at the Mart, at 2: 
(see advertisment, back page, this week). 
July 15.— Messrs, Eowtn Evans & Sons,at the Mart, at 2 
Ground Rents (see advert'sement, back page, this week). 


July 19.—Messrs. TUcKeTT, WenasterR & Co., at 
advertisement, back page, this week). 


Fiechold Ground Rent 
Freehold and Leasehold 
Mart 


the : Freehold Houses (see 








. . * 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.— FRIDAY, June 18 
BRITISH ORGANIC NiTROGEN Co (1908) LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 


21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William Albert Turner, 7-8, Idol Ir, Eastcheap, liquidator. 

W. A, Burcner & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on cr before June 26, to serd 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their dc bts or claims, to Frank N 
Clarke, 4, | avilion bldgs, Brighton. liquidator. 

CLARK Tyke Co, LtD.—( reditors are required, on or before July 8, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George F. 
Corfield and W. J. Ives, 119, Finsbury pvu t, liquidators. 

HAMBLS River Luke & Co, Lrp. (In VoLUNTARY LIQuIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 16, to send their names and addresses, and particulors 
of their debts or claims, i Freder:c William Davis, 95-97, Finsbury pymt, or Harold 
Fitch Kemp, 85, Walbrook, liquidators. 

NOTTINGHAM TINWARE MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or before 
July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Cecil George Taylor, 44, Parliament st, Nottingham, liquidator. 

WILLIAM ScoTT (BUILDERS’ MERCHANTS), LtD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). —Credi 
tors are — on or before Jua!y 16, to send their names and addresses, and particula)s 
of their de 
Arthur Davies, 65, London Wall, liquidators. 


| Die Castings, Ltd 


ts or claims, to Frederic William Davis, 95-97, Finsbury pymt, or David 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 22. 


BRENTWOOD Motor & GARAGE Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 20, 
to send their names and addresses, end the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
George Edgar Corfield (Corfield & Cripwell), four House, Finsbury pvymt, liquidator. 

MARK MarHew, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or pow Baty July 16, te send their 
names and sddresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Sir William 
Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger In, liquidator. 

‘ONAL CO (1912), Ltp (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are requir: d, on or 
before Aung 3, to send their names and addresses, and patticu ars of their debts or 
cla ms, to John Mackintosh, Tower Brewery, C!aptoo Park, liquidator. 

PEAT RUBBER SUBSTITUTES, LTD.—Gredito-s are required, on or before July 27, to send 
their names end addresses, and the prticu'ars of their debts or claim:, to R. H. 
Ge pie, 20a, Charing Cross rd, liq ‘idator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 25. 


BURBRIDGE STEAMSHIP Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars oft their debts or claims, to : reder ck 
John Asbury, Finsbury Pave nent House, liquidator. 

HILLFIELD Hat Co, Ltp.—Crediturs are required, on or before ay 80, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. W. A. Schultz, 
59, Cannon st, liquidator. 

Joszru Brices & Co, Lrtp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Arthur 
Frederic Vaughan, 94, Market st, Manchester, liquidator. 

Lacre Motor Car Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward 
Joseph Palmer, 56, Moorgate ut, liquidator. 

SAHANG RUBBER EsTATES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 23, to send 
particulars of such debts, claims and demands to V. Hammond Wood, 29, Rood In, 
liquidator. 

W.R. Har & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. W. ¢ lark 
52, Lyndhurst rd, Peckham, liquidators. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 18. 


Masters Venus & Co, Ltd 

De Soto County Estates Syndicate, Ltd 

British Tobacco Plantations (Pullenburry 
System), Ltd. 

Cheus Rink, Ltd. 


Thibau & Co, Ltd. 
Boulton Macro, Ltd. 
Christian Eliot, Ltd 


Inter-Travel, Ltd. 
Signet Polishes, Ltd. 
Lonton Gazette. —TUESDAY, June 22nd. 


Motor Ignitionisms Co, Ltd. 

Bosworth Temperance Club, Ltd. 
Montauk Ateamsbip Co, Ltd. 

Hilifield Hat Co, Ltd. 

Old Angel Café Co, Ltd. 

Lewes and District shire Horse Co., Ltd 
No. 2. Stag Inn Inves ment ‘ 0, Ltd. 
Peterborough Grand Stand Co, Ltd. 
Thomas Hawkins, Ltd. 


Walter Brothers (B'ham), Ltd 

Dymax Ltd. 

Peat Rubber Substitutes, Ltd. 

Scottish Mining, ‘Finance a:.d 
tion Trust, Ltd. 

New Randt ReefsGold Mining Co., Ltd. 

Public Schools Ciub, Ltd. 

Liverpool Orchid and Nursery Co.(Cowan s) 
L 


Explora- 


td. 
C. A. Lace and Holman, Ltd. 


London Gazette— FRIDAY, June 25. 


Rubber World, Ltd. 
W. R. Hay & Co, Ltd. 
Nova Steam Trap Co, Ltd. Burbridge Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Edouard Fischer, Ltd. Sahang Rubber Estates, Ltd. 
Pacific Railway Company of Colombia, = Indian Copra ard Produce Estates, 
Ltd. Lt 


Metropolitan Toy and Doll Co, Ltd. 
Blum & Co, Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


LAST DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 18. 


Vorris, FLLEN ANN Roptnson, Portobello House, West Norwod July 10 Mayhew 
vy. Ha ton, Astbury, J. Griffittes, Bedford row 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, June 22. 

WILLIAMSON, WILLIAM HENRY, Rochester and Peckham Rye, Oyster and Shell Fish 
Merchant July 20 Wisemanand Others v. Williamson, Eve,J. Knight, Grace- 
church st 

London Gazette—FRIDAY, June 25. 

REEVES, SAMUEL, Whitwel’, Hertford, Farmer July 20 Archer v. Chandler, Eve, J 
Times, Hitchin , 

SCHLESINGER, Lours GUILLAUME, Albany Court yd, Piccadilly, and “ Woodview, 
Maidenhead July 31 Kussian Mining Corporation (Lim.) v. Schlesingér, hve, J 
rebrcns, Old Jewry 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 


Last DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 22. 
BANCROFT, FANNY, Marple, Chester, Patent Medicine Manufacturer Ang 4 Sct oles & 
Co, Manchester , 
BANKS, JosgPH WILLIAM, Marsh, Huddersfield, Laundryman July 23 Ward & Hirst, 


Huddersfield 
BowER, ILLINGWORTH, Rochdale, Grocer July 27 Standring & Co, Rochdale 
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Bowrnow, HARRIET, Camberwell, Surrey July 31 Tarry & Co, Serjeant’s inn 

CHANDLER, EuNicE, Westonn super Mare 

CAMPBELL, MARY, Pattison rd, West Heath, Hampstead July 30 Alsop & Co, Liver- 

COLLINS, S@PHIA, Plymouth Aug3 Munday, Plymouth 

Davies, Emtty, Waldemar av, Ealing July 3t Barnard, York rd, Lambeth 

Davies, Joun, Shepherd's Bush green July 31 Baroard, York rd, Lambeth 

DEANS, JANE, Bournemouth Augi Middleton & Sons, Leeds 

Dewsen, Louisa, Birmingham July 31 Gem & Co, Birmingham 

DILLON, MARGARET, Ancoats, Manche-ter Aug4 Scholes & Co, Manchester 

DRINAN, — Mavupsg, Abbey rd, St. John’s Wood Aug il7 Lewis & Co, Albany 
Court 


y' 
FARGIE, GEORGINA, Manchester July 20 Wykes & Francia, Derby 
GILLESPIE, SARAH ANN, Woodhouse, ne Sheffield July 23 Watson & Co, Sheffield 
Green, Louisa, St. Leonards on Sea Jul 
GaeENwoop, EvizaseTe Lovisa, Mansfield, Notts July 31 Alcock, Mansfiel 
Hors, JouN, Lower Cumberworth, or Huddersfield, 
Turner, Huddersfield 
HowWARD, ALIog, Blackp2»l Aug 1 Worden, Blackpool 
JaRvis, JOHN, Moseley, Birmingham July 31 Pointon, Birmingham 
LITTBLL, Mary ANN, Spencer rd, Herne Hill July 19 Grundy & Co, Arnndel st 
LiorD, EpwWIs, Llandrindod Wells Aug?i Vaughan, Liandrindo! Wells 
LumspEN, Lt Col DuGaLp McTavisH, CB, Whitehall ct, Whitehall July 31 
& Co, East India av 
MAUNSELL-SMYTH, GeornGE HuGu, Addlestone, Surrey July 24 Church & Co, Bedford 
row 
Newton, Maj WILLIAM JouN, Heswall, Chester, Ship Chandler July 15 
Co, Liverpool 
PAPKINSON, Mary ANN, Doncaster July 20 Atkinson & Sens, Doncaster 
Payze, RICHARD, Chadwell Heath, Essex July 31 Gibson, Bedford row 
Peck, BRENTON, WALTER PECK, and SIDNEY PECK, Cottenham, Cambs, Brewers July 17 
Harrison, St Ives, Hunts 
PHILLIPS, JouN, Rotherham, Grocer July 26 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 
Ropineon, EMMA, Rom‘ord rd, Stratford July 22 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 
SAVAGE, THOMAS, Lancaster July 17 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 
Soro, SARAH, Burley in Wharfedale, Yorks July 31 Tnorowgood & Co, Copthall ct 
STEVENS, ALFRED, Great Missenden, Bucks, Farmer July 22 Clarke & Son, Hish 


Thompson 


Weightman & 


ycom 
Sykus, JomN, Dukinfield, Chester,Grocer July 11 Titterington, Ashton under Lyne 
Tinson, RoBERT RICHARDSON, Pocklington, Yorks, Builder Aug 11 Robson, Po-k- 


lington 
TURNER, JOSIAH, Sawbridgeworth, Herts July 31 Nockolis & Son, Bishop's Stortford, 
rts 


e 
Waostary, JANE ELIZABETH, Whitta rd, Manor Park July 24 Loxley & (>, Cheap- 
side 


Watson, ANNE, Cheltenham July 31 Briggs & Vo, Manchester 

Weuus, Joun THomas, Ranby, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler July 15 
Williamson, East Retford 

WESTERMAN, FRANCES, Cheadle Hulme, Chester July 13 

WRIGL* SWORTH, EDWARD, Kiogston upon fiull July 20 

YALLop, REBECCA MELISSA TRYPHOSA, New North rd, Islington 
Edward Mayes or Josiah Downing, Great Yarmouth 


London Gazette.—¥RIDAY, June 25. 


ALLEN, MaRIon, Norbury, Surrey July 31 Marson & Toulmin, Southwark Bridge rd 
BAYN#, JAMES, Sedbergh, Yorks July 18 Inman, my 
BENHAM, WALFORD Mozart, Draper's gdns July 26 Dinn & Son, Gresham bidgs 


Bescoby & 


Goolden, Manchester 
Holden & Co, Hull 


July 31 William 


BLACKETT, WILLIAM STEWART BURDETT, Oakham, Rutland July 31 Long & Gardiner, 


Lincoln's inn fields 


unel6 Kendall, Bourton on the Water, | 


23 Webbers & Duncan, a bidgs 
Colliery Proprietor July 23 | 


| BREBNER, Capt JauEs, Wallington, Surrey July 30 G & A E Passingham, Hitchin 
Herts 

Bripers, Mary ANN, Eastbourne Aug6é Ley, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

BROOKE, ALICE GEORGINA, Egerton gdns Auggé Foster & Co, Queen st pl 

CALN, GRORGR, Bowling, Bradford, Engiue Driver July 20 Richardson, Bradford 

CALDWELL, ELiza, Bournemouth Augé Bone, Bournemouth 

CLARKE, Lucr, Steeple Claydon, Bucks July 26 Law, Buckingham 

CogneR, Resert, Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer July 30 Bell, West Hartlepool 

DEMARIA, IsipoRO, Knightsbridge, Restauranteur July 31 Jeboult, Walbrook 

DRESCHFELD, HENRY THEODORF, Manchester Aug6 Addleshaw & Co, Manches‘er 

FURNIVAL, SYONBY, Bramhall, Chester, Printers’ Eugineer July3i Skelton & Yo :ng- 
house, Manchester 

Gre, WILLIAM, Stratton Saint Mary, Norfolk July $31 Barnard & Son, Norwich 

GREENER, Georox JosErH, Hudder.fie!d, Restaurant Keeper July 31 Armitage & Co, 


Huddersfield 
HALLS, WILLIAM, Great Horkesley, Essex, Farmer Aug 7 Goody & Co, Colchester 
| Hamer, WILLIAM, Crosby, Lancs Aug9 McKenna, ee 
HARRISON-BROADLEY, HENRY BRvADLEY, Portland pi, } Aug 2 Thompson & Co 
Hull 
HeatH, Jonn WILLIAM, Merton, Surrey July 26 Snowman & Co, Leadenhall st 
HeaTON, WILLIAM, Clitheroe, Lancs Aurl6 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 
HEWITT, WILLIAM, Southsea, Hants July 28 Allen, Portamouth 
Ja0QuES, Revd. Canon KinTon, Hove, Sussex Aug l5 Hatechett & Co, Mark in 
JAMES, CARADOC, Austinfriara, Metaliurgist Aug9 Neave & Co, Strand 
James, JouN, Bristol, Market Gardener Aug7 Abbot & Co, Bristol 
JoweTT, MARY ELEANOR, Knaresborough July 31 Kirby & C», Harrogate 
Jupp, JaMRs EDWARD, Sutherland sq, Walworth Aug 2 Woodroffes & Ashby, Grea 
Dover st 
KINGCOMBE, MARY ELLEN Ropert, East Stonehonse, Devon July 8 Rodd & Son 
East Stonehouse 
LANE, ELIzapern, Ferryhill, Durham July 24 Clayhills & Co, Darlington 
LILLEY, ALBERT, Saddleworth, Yorks, Decorator July 31 Garside & Co. 5 
| PANRUCKER, HENRY Hinton, Lessar av, Clapham Common, Tea and Coffee 
July 24 Carter & Bell, Idol In, Evsteheap 
PENISTON, EDWARD, Doneaster July 20 Atkisson & Sons, Doncaster 
SEBLEY, MARY ANN, Ovington st, Chelsea July 13 Scat iffs, Strand 
SELIGMANN, LEoroLD, Mount Park rd, Baling, Doctor of Philosophy July 24 Gresham 
& Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 
SHANKLAND, THOMAS, Abergwynh, Glim July 31 Annear, Cardiff 
SHERBROOKE, Viscountess, Kt Hon CAROLINE ANNE, Whyteleafe, Surrey Aagl Farrer 
& Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
SHOESMITH, THOMAS, Speldhurst, Kent, Farmer July 28 Buss & Levett, Tunbridge 
e 
SMITH, FREDERICK JON, Swanley Village, 
chmbrsa. 
SMITH, LoUISA, Nether Broughton, Leicester July 296 Latham & Co, Melton Mowbray 
STEWART, MARY CAMPBELL, Canterbury Aug 23 Kagaa & Co, Tunbridge Wells 
TAYLOR, GeorGe WakbD, Huddersfield July 25 Leonard, Huddersfield 
THOMP=ON, Ropert CHARLES, Bradfield, Berks Aug6 Julius & Cu, Old Jewry 
VALENTINI, VIRGILIO, Camden rd, Hotel Keeper Jaly 25 Arnatt, John st, Bedford row 
WADDACOR, ANDREW, Bradtord, Manchester July 21 Crofton & Co, Manchester 
W KAVER, CHARLES, Crowthorve, Berks July 31 ixon, Glastoubury 
| WILLIAMS, CHARLOTTE JAN®, Mawgan in Meneage, nr Helston, Cornwall 
| Leader & Co, Newgate st 
WILson, Joun, Yarm, Yorks, Veterinary Surgeon July 24 Faber & Co, Stockton on 
ees 
WOODWARD, GEORGE, Drakefell rd, New Cross, Warehouseman July 30 Marchant « 
Co, Broadway, Deptford 
Wrient, Pariir, JP, Mariey Mount, nr Market Drayton, Salop, JP July 26 
& Hull, Litle College at 


bridge 
erchant 


Kent Aug 1 Russell & Co, Old Jewry 


Aug 3 


| Thicknesse 





HvuGHES, WILLIAM, Walsall, 
June 12 Ord June 12 
MERRICK, JOHN, 

Juve 4 Ord June 16 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazetle.—FRIDAY, June 18. 


Leigh, Lancs, Builder 


Moray, JAMES, Huddersfield, Boot Maker 
Pet June 16 Ord June 16 


Egg Salesman Wa'sall Pet ; WAbk, Eocar Tuomas, Bristol, Baker _Bristo! 
| 15 Ord Junels 
WILSON, FRED, Leicester, 


June 15 Urd June 15 


Pet May 


Jolton Pet Grengrocer Leice.ter Pet 


Huddersfie'd 








RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BrraN, FpMeUNnpd, Northampton, Baker 
Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Corton, W J & Sons, King’s Heath, Worcester, Bakers 
Birmingham Pet June 4 Ord June 14 


Northampton 


CRABTRER, JOHN WILLIAM, Rochdale, Fancy Draper 
Rechda 


Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
EDWARDS, ALFRED JosEPH DE GakIS, Truro, Engineering 
Teacher Truru Pet June 14 Ord June 14 
Hay, Dovetas Gorpox, Westbury on Trym, Laundry 
Proprietor Bristol Pet June 15 Ord June 15 





NEWLAND, WALTER, Queen's walk, Ealing, Blouse Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet June 15 Ord June 15 | 

PAGE, LOUISE ALICE, High st, Clapham High Court Pet 
May 18 Ord June 16 | 

PALGRAVE, FREDERICK WILLIAM PELHAY, Bloomsbury | 
sq High Court Pet Feb25 Ord Jume 9 

PHILLIPS, ELIZABETH ANN, Tredegar, Mon 
Pet June ll Ord June 11 | 

SMALL, JOHN CLARKE, Ludlow, Salop, Butcher Leominster 
Pet June 3 Ord June 15 

TAYLOR, WILLIAM HEnRy, Teigumouth, Builder 
Pet June 16 Ord June 16 


Tre legar 


Exeter | 


Amended Notice substituted for that published tn the 
London Gazette of June 11: 


SMITH, ERNEST SYDNEY GILBERT, Shirlind rd, Maida Vals, 
Builder High Court Pet April 28 Ord June 7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


| . 
AINSWORTH, ERNEST FILKINGTON, Manchester, Stock 


Broker 
chester 
BASKIN, SAMUEL, 
Maker Juve 
chester 


June 25 at 3 Off Rec, Byron st, Man 
Journeyman Cabinet 


Of Rec, Byrom st, Man. 


Manchester, 
25 at 2.30 


a 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MOoOORGATE sSTEHREET, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


LONDON, 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


Suitable Clauses for insertion in 
application. 


Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent va 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


ZPPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Brows, Hewry, Port Talbot, Glam, Fruiterer June 25 | Pai mer, Jon THOMAS SWINDALL, Nottineh'm Fis) Amended Notice substituted for thit Pablished im. in 
at 3 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St. Mary st, Swan ‘a es pan wot bogie a gh od ~9- ~ the London Gazet:e of December 
sea PRiCR, MARGARET ELLEN, WILLIAM Price, and Josern . ; 
CHAPMAN, ARTHUR, Cou'sdon, Surrey, Baker June 25 at WILsow Pricv, West Kirby, Chester, Builders Birken —— ———— ‘Any Roundwood nh W eaten 
> , . " ‘ . ‘ ac 4 
12 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd head Pet June hy Ord June 16 ——- ; 
Dicgins, Exnest, Dudley, Worcester, Baker and Grocer RALLI, MIcHEL ©, Liverpool, Cotton erchant Liver- 
June 2% ati2 Off Ree 1, Priory st, Dudley pool Pet April 13 Ord June 17 ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Fisner, THOMAS, Birmingham, Baker Jane 28 at 11.90 | RookgR, JostanH JAMES, Birmingham, Jewell r Brming 
Kuskin chmbra, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham ham Pet June4 Ord Jane 17 
Gairritus, WILLIAM Epward, Caetleon, Mon, Turf | Simmons, Ronert PHILir, Cheltenham, Toy Dealer Cel 
Commission Agent June 25 at il Off Rec, 144, tenham Pet Junel18 O:;d Jnne 18 : 
Commercial a Ne wport, Mon SLATER, SAMUEL, Barrow in Furness, Fitter Barrow in, London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 25. 
Hvuaues, WILLIAM, Walsall, Egg Silerman June 29 at 12 Furness Pet June 15 Ord June 15 RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton SPROTERMAN, MARK, Commercial rd, Property Owner . 
JENKINS, JoMN, Tillington, Hereford, Baker June 26 at 12 High Court Pet May 26 Ord Junel7 AlTwoop, WItLIaM Hesry, Bellenden rJ, Peckham 
2, Offa st, Hereford STEDMAN, ALAN Beatix, Thursford, Norfolk; Grocer Butcher High Court Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Jonegs, James, Nova rd, Croydon, Billiard Cue Mann- Norwich Pet June 17 Ord June 17 SEDDINGTON, HENRY FRANCIS, ¢Broad st, Golden sq, 
factarer June 25 at 11 132, York rd, Westminster | SULLIVAN, P C, High Holborn, Tailor High Court Pet Woollen Warchouseman High Court Pet May 21 
May 21 Ord June 17 Ord June 22 

June 28 at 12 Bank- | WILLIAMS, Joan, Darlington, School Proprietor, Stockton | Booxuxss, Davin, Middlesbrough, Sports Outitter 
on-Tees Pet June i7 Ord June 17 Middiesbrongh Pet June2t Ord June 21 

Wrient, OvcaR HocH MktLNot, Birmingham, Tailor's | Barer, ALBERT E, Hanover sq Hizh Court Pet May 20 
M.nager Birmingham Pet June 3 Ord Jane 17 Ord June 2% 5 

Vanu Britisa Toy Co, Wardour st, Toy Manufac‘urers High 
Court Pet May 21 Ord June 22 

Burrows, WILLIAM ARTHUR AaGerR, Derby, Encineer 
Derby Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Burt, FREDERICK JAMES, Delaware mats, Maida Vale, 
Estate Agent High Court Pet Mar5 Ori June v 

CoaTESs, Henry Topp, Manningham, Bradford, Joiner 
Bradford Pet Juse7 Ord June 28 

Cox, Joun, Birmingham, Fancy Dealer Birmingham Pet 
June2l Ord June 21 

CROWER, ALEXANDER, Northampton, Dental Operator 
Northampton Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

EASTOR, ERNEST RoBert, Ladham, Norfolk, Baker Nor- 
wich Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

HILLS, MARY, Margate Canterbury Pet June 14 Ord 
June 2&4 

HUXTABLE, CHARLES FREDERICK, Pinhoe, Devon, Farmer 
Exeter Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

LATTER, PHILLIP WALTER, Upper Richmond rd, Pulney, 
China Deater Wandsworth Pet June 21 Ord Ja-e 2t 

MORAN, FRANK, Whetstone, Herts, Pugil'st High Court 
Pet May 27 Ord June 23 

NASH, MIRtaM RATCLIFFR, Clacton onSea Colchester 
Pet Sept 19 Ord June! 

RASDALL, WILLIAM, Sherburn, Yorks, Hotel Manager 
Scarborongh Pet June9 Ord June 21 

RINTOUL, ALBERT WILSON FapeR, Leeds, T.ilor Leeds 
Pet June 21 Ord Jane 21 

toucH, AMy FLORENCE, Holiand rd, Kensington High 
Court Pet June 2t Ord June 21 

SALE, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Gray's inn rd, Shop Assistant 
High Court Pet June 23 (ri June 23 

SHERVIL, JonuN, Teddington, Builder Kingston, Surrey 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

SHRIMPTON, LAURA, Banbury, Oxforl Banbury Pet 
June 19 Ord June 19 

Snow, Josebu Rogers, Leicester, General Dealer 
Leicester Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

PAYLOoR, JAMEs THOMAS, Newmills, Derbyshire, Ca'ico 
Printworks Labourer Stockport Pet Juve 2: Ord 
June 22 

TILDESLEY, JOHN MARSDEN, Willenhall, Staffs, Builder 
Wolverh unpton Pet June2 Ord June 22 

WALKER,WILLIAM RAYMOND, Malvern Wells, Worc ster- 
shire, Batcher Worcester Pet June 2i Ord June 21 

12 ow | WILLIAMS, Davip, Clydach Vale, Glam, Fruiterer Ponty- 








Cripps, Davip Netherton Worcester, Butcher Duley 
Adjud May 23,1895 Annul June 11, 1915 


Bridge rd 
MICALLEF, © CARLO, Philpo: in 
ruptey bidgs, Carey st 
Moss, H, Harringay villas, Green ins June 25 at 11.80 
14, Bedford row 
NEWLAND, WALTER, Queen's walk, Ealing, Bio we 
facturer June 2% at 11 HMankruptcy bidgs, Carey st FIRST MERTINGS. 
Page, Louise ALtios, High st, (lapham June 30 at 1! 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st SRANDON, THOM\S COOKE, Sandgate, Kent Jane 30 at 
PHILLIPS, ELIZABETH ANS, Tredegar, Mon June 25 at 2 11.15 Off Bec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 
Off Rec, 144, Commercia! st, Newport, Mon Brown, Ropert, Bridgwater, Draper June 30 at 11.30 
REYDER, CHARLES, Barnsley Jone 25 at 10.30 Off Rec, Off Rec, 26, Brldwia st, Bristol 
County Court Hall, Regent st (East gate Entrance), | pryayx, EpMUND, Northampton, Baker June 30 at 12 30 
Barnsley Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 
SHARP, HERBERT, Sutton, Furrey, Coal Merchant June 25 | peyaxr, WILLIAM, Loose, Kent, Edu-at‘onal Representa- 
at 12.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd tive Julylatil 9%, King st, Maidstone 
SMITH, LiLtaN, Leeds Jane 25 at 11 Of Rec, 24, Bond | Cranrrer, JonN WILLIAM, Rochdale, Fancy Draper 
at, Leeds July 2at 11.30 Ton Hall, Rochdale 
WILSON, FREO, Leicester, Greengrocer June 25at 3 Off | pnugsnury, TREVOR, Sutton Coldfi-ld, Warwick, Ergineer 
Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester June 99 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corpora’ ion 
WiLstror, Jacon, Little Fenton, Yorks, Labourer June st, Birmingham 
%at3 Of Rec, The Rel House, Duncombe pl, York | Epwakps, ALFRED JosErH DE GARIS, Truro, Engineering 
Teacher July 3 at 11.15 Off Rec, 12, Princes st 
Truro 
ADJUDICATIONS GILBERTSON, JouN, South Mil ord, Yorks, Groom June 30 
at 3 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
ASHFORD, FrepeRick THoMAS, Marylebone rd, Automo-| fay, Dovatas Gorpon, Westbury on Trym, Bristol, 
bile Engineer High Court Pet Nov4 Ord June 15 Laundry Proprietor June 30ati2 Off Kec, 26, Bald- 
Brows, Kopert, Bridgwater, :D.aper Bridgwater Pet win st, Bristol 
June 8 Ord Jane lf LLOYD, ROBERT WILLIAM, Raabon, Denbigh, Carpenter 
BRYAN, EDMUND, Northampton, Baker Northampton June 30 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
Pet June 16 Ord Jane 16 MEASURES, WILLIAM EvWarb, Tallington, Line In, Far 
SUTLER, WILLIAM Parken, Willesden, Baker High mor June 29 at 12.30 Law Courts, Peterd rough 
Court Pet April27 Ord June 15 MorAN, JAMES, Huddersfield, Boot Maker June 30a 
CHAPMAN, AXTHUR, Coulsdon, Surrey, Baker Croydon 2.45 Huddersfield Incorporated Law Society's Room 
Pet May 4 Ord June 12 Imperial arca .e, New st. Huddersfie'd 
Craptner, Joun Witttam, Rochdale, Fancy Draper | Paranave, FREDERICK WILLIAM PELHAM, Bloomsbury 
Rochaale Pet June 16 Urd June 16 sq June 30atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
CROWTHER, LOUIK SARITA, Thorve Mandeville, Nort SOREETON, ERNEST, Peterb rough, Cycle Deaier June 29 
ampton Banbury Pet April 19 Ori June i4 at 12.15 Law Courts Peterborough 
DkUTCH, BENJAMIN, Elgin ay, Maida Vale High Court | starer, SamuRt, Barrow in Farness, Fitter June 30 at 
Pet May Il Ord June 15 11.15 Off Rec, 16, Corawallls st, Barrow in Furness 
EDWARDS, ALFRED Joskra be GARIS, Truro, Engineering | sprcrerMaN, Makk, € mmoereial rd, Property Owner 
Teacher Truro Pet Junel4 Ord June lt June 30 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Fisuer, THomMas, birminghim, Biker Birmingham Pet | srgeman, ALAN Bartie, Thursford, Norfolk, Grocer 
June4 Ord Junel4 June 20 at 19.80 off Roc, 8, King at, Norwich 
HAY, DovuLas Gorvon, Southmead, Westbary on Trym ULLIVAN, P C, High Holb ro, Tailor July 1 at 11 
Laundry Proprietor Bristol Pet June 15 urd Bankrup'cy b'dgs, Carey st 
June 15 PAYLon, WILLIAM Henny, Teignmouth, Builder June 30 
Hvoaies, WILLIAM, Walsall, Ez¢ Salesman Wa'sall Pet at 12 «Off Rec, 9, Belford cir, Exeter 
June l2 Ord June 12 'HomPson, WILLIAM, Lutonr, Beds June 30 at é 
LANDALE, Pa ULINE FLORENCE, Bolton s*, Piccadilly Hig! Rec, The Parade, Northampton . pridd Pet Jane 22 Ord Juve 22 
Court Pet Feb i? Ord June lf WRIGHT, OscaR HUGH MELNOT. Birmingham, Tailor's | WiNG«ove, CHARLES, Stibbington. Hants, Bu'cher Peter- 
LINDQUISTER, PER FreDRIK, Carlide mans, Victoria st Manager July 1 at 11.30 Ruskin cimbrs, 191 borough Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
- High Court Pet May 18 Ord Ju .- 16 , Corporation st, Birmingham 
MACDONALD, RONALD CONCLOUGH, Shaftesbury av fish . 
Court Pet Ajrilié Ord June lé KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY’S 
MORAN, James, Huddersfield, Boot Maker Huddersfield ADJUDICATIONS 
16 Ord June 16 SALE ROOMS 


Pet June 
Mo-s, Harry, Harringsy villas, Green lanes Elm mton | ATKINSON, WILLIAM, Kuaresboroug”, Joiner Northaller 


Pet May4 Ord June 16 ton Pet Junel7 Ord June 17 FOR 


NEWLAND, WALTER, Queen's walk, Ealing, Blouse Manu BEYAN, RICHARD, and ,SIDNKY BRVAN, Neath, Glam, 
JEWELS, FAMILY PLATE, PICTURES, 


facturer High Court Pet June 15 Ord June 15 Tobacconists Neath Pet June is Ord J une 18 
PALMER, FREDERICK (CHARLES, Uadby, Leivester, Cheese | BRYANT, WILLAM, L.os2, Kent, Educati na! Representa 

Manufacturer Leicester Pet May 12 O14 June 16 tive Maidstehe Pet June 17 Ord June 17 FURNITURE, CHINA, 
PHILLIPS, ELIZABETH ANN, Tredegar, Mon Tredegar Pet | DAL#, JoserH, Abboisham, Devon Barustaple Pet 

June ll Ord June ll June 18 Ord June 18 And all classes of Valuable Property. 
SHARP, HERBERT, Sutton, Surrey, Coal Merchant | Doper, MORTEN, Sale, Chester, Pharmacist Manchester 

Croydon Pet May 27 Ord June l4 Pet June 18 Ord June 18 SALES IN COUNTRY HOUSES. FIRE VALUATIONS. 
TAYLOR, WILLIAM HENRY, Teignmouth, Builder Exeter | Degssury, TaeVOR, Sutton Coldfield, Engineer Birming —— 

Pet June 16 Ord June 16 ham Pet Mayil Ord June 19 ial Estate » Reem feb Auctions ef ions of Real Property 
WILSON, FRED, Leicester, Greengrocer Leicester Pet | GILFERTTON, JouUN, South Milford, Yorks, Groom York Special and Investments, 


June 15 Ord June 15 Pet June 16 rd June 16 
ZIGMOND, JoWN, Caerphilly, Glam, Clothier Pontypridd | GoLpsproven, Lyp1a, Middlesbrough Middlesbr.ugh 20, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON. 


Pet May 14 Ord June 14 Pet June 18 Ord Jane 18 ; 
HARRIS, ARTHUR ALEXANDER, Coventry st High Court 


Pet May 4 Ord June is 4 Y 
London Gaze'te —TURSDAY, June 22. JENKINS, Jomy, Tillngton, Hereford, Baker Herefor 
Pet May 6 Ord June 18 


JaMES, Birmingham, Grocer tirmingham Pet 


RECEIVING ORDERS. MAIN, 
June 19 Ord June 19 E 
ATKINSON, WILLIAM, Knaresborough, Joiner Northaller PALMER, JOHN ,T.\0MAS SWINDALL, Nottingham, Fish E 


ton Pet June 17 Ord June lj Salesman Nottingham Pet June 18 Ori Jane 13 
BEVAY, RICHARD, and SIDNEY PRVAN, Neath, Glam, | RALLI,; MICHEL ConsTANTINE, Liverpool, Cotton Mercnant 
Tobacconists Neath Vet Jone 18 Ord June 18 Liverpool FPetApriil3 Ord Jane 19 
BRYANT, WILLIAM, Loove, Kent, Educational Represe: RiLey, Henry, Burnley, Draper Burnley Pet May 29 
tative Maidstone Pet June17 Ord June 17 Ord June 17 . 
DALE, JosErH, Abbo‘sham, DP von, Gentleman Barnstaple | SIMMONS, Ropert ParLip, Cheltenham, Toy Dealer ALSO OF 


ye Cheltenham Het June 18 Org Jue 1s CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL 








DopGE, MORTEN, fale ( heater Pharmacist Manchester SLATER- SAMURL, Barrow in Furness, Fitter Barrow in 
Pet June 18 Ord June 1s Furness Pet June l5 Ord June 15 


GILBERTSON, /OHN, South Milfo d Yor+s room York TEDMAN, ALAN Beetik, Thursford, Norfolk, Grocer 
PetJuanel6 sd June 6 Norwich Wet Jane 17_ Ord June Ii ' | N V A ‘- | D S a 
GOLDSBROUGH, LypIA, Middlesbrough Middlesbrough | WApr, Epgar THoMAS, Bristol, Baker Bristol Tet May 


Pet JunelsS OrdJune 8 15 Ord June 18 . : 7 
INGLEFIELD, ARTHUR -UGUSTUS HAMLET Goodrich, Here | WASON, ALFRED ERNEST, Tower st, London Fields, Boot 


lav alid Preparations free oa 
ford Hereford Pet April?) Ord J ne 18 Manufacturer High Court Pet May 14 ord June 19 Price Lists of po te - 


MAIN, JAMES. Birmiogham, Grocer iirmingham Pe WILLIAMs, JoHN, Darlington, School ae »rietor 
17 Ord June BRAND & CO, ITD. 


Jone 19 Ord Ju: e 19 on Seca Fee ten M Birmi Tailor’ 
OAK-RHIND 4 RTHUR HOGARTH, Bexhill-o :-Sea Hastings | Waicur, Oscank HueH ELNOT, \ ngham, Tai + . 
Pet June8 Ord June18 Manager Birmingham Pet June3 OrdJuae 18 Mayfair Works, Yauxhail, 5.W 

















